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The  following  work  contains  h  Select 
number  of  the  English  State  Trials,  frdnl 
An  early  period  to  the  era  df  the  Re- 
volution* The  case  of  Sir  Nicholas 
Throckmorton,  the  first  in  the  selectidn, 
is  the  oldest  on  recbrd,  which  repbrtii  Ihe 
evideiice  in  detail,  or  Ivhich  gives  any 
full  narrative  of  the  proceedings.  There 
are  two  cases,  of  still  more  ancilent  date, 
and  of  some  celebrity,  which  are  here 
omitted;  because  they  are  chiefly  com- 
posed of  controversial  disciissidns  on  the 
doctrines  of  the  Chutch.  Orie  of  thetn 
is  the  case  of  Lord  Cobham,  a  warridr 
and  martyr,  in  the  reigil  of  Henry  the 
fifth ;  the  other,  that  of  Sir  Thomas  More, 
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not  less  a  martyr  to  his  faith,  in  the 
reign  of  Henry  VlII.  The  proceedings 
against  Lord  Cobham  have  been  ex- 
cellently related  by  Dr.  Milner  in  his 
History  of  the  Church.  And  a  still 
more  distinguished  living  writer,  on  the 
same  subject,  has  given  a  new  interest  to 
the  trials  of  both  these  illustrious  men. 

Commencing  with  the  case  of  Sir 
Nicholas  Throckmorton,  this  selection 
comprehends  all  the  early  trials  of  the 
greatest  interest  and  importance;  and 
concludes  with  the  case  of  the  seven 
Bishops,  which  occurred  on  the  eve  of 
the  Revolution.  The  proceedings  against 
Charles  L — which  can  in  no  proper 
sense  be  called  a  trial — have  for  that 
reason  been  omitted ;  but  the  most 
striking  incidents  which  occurred  in 
them,  are  related  in  the  trial  of  Cook. 
Of  the  numerous  trials,  connectecl  with 
the  Popish  Plot,  only  two  are  included ; 
Stayley's  case,  which  was  the  first ;  and 
the  case  of  Lord  Stafford,  which  is  the 
last  of  the  series,  and  which  gives  a  full 
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and  general  view  of  the  proofs,  upon 
which  the  alleged  conspiracy  against  the 
Protestants  was  attempted  to  be  esta- 
blished. 

Every  reader  of  the  early  state  trials 
must  have  often  felt  himself  embarrassed 
by  the  prolixity  and  confusion,  in  which 
the  proceedings  are  involved.  One  who 
is  not  familiar  with  such  subjects,  would 
frequently  find  himself  bewildered ;  and 
even  a  person  conversant  with  legal  in- 
vestigations, may  sometimes  require  a 
clue,  to  guide  his  course.  One  of  the 
objects,  therefore,  of  the  present  work 
has  been,  to  give  a  clearer  and  more 
comprehensive  view  of  the  several  cases, 
by  retrenching  what  is  superfluous  and 
irrelevant,  and  reducing  into  order  all 
that  is  material. 

The  most  difficult  and  important  part 
of  such  an  undertaking,  is  the  inquiry 
after  truth,  and  an  impartial  statement 
of  the  fair  result  of  evidence.  How  far 
I  may  have  succeeded  in  this  part  of 
my  task,  it  will  be  for  others  to  decide. 
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Perhaps,  I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  that  I 
have  given  to  this  inquiry  all  the  con-r 
sideration  in  my  power,  and  that  my  first 
wish  has  been  to  exercise  an  unpreju- 
diced and  dispassionate  judgment. 

It  is  hoped,,  that  some  good  purposes 
may  be  answered,  by  bringing  more 
fully  before  the  public  view,  cases  which 
are  of  great  celebrity,  and  intimately 
connected  with  the  annals  of  our  country. 
The  study  of  the  law  is  ennobled  by 
an  alliance  with  history.  And  the  un-< 
professional  reader  may,  perhaps,  derive 
from  a  legal  scrutiny  more  just  id^s  and 
more  accurate  information.  There  is 
scarcely  one  of  the  trials,  which  does  not 
exhibit  some  striking  and  affecting  traits 
of  character.  Such  traits  abound  in  the 
case  of  Lord  Stafford,  in  Lord  Russell's, 
in  the  Earl  of  Strafford's,  and  in  that  of 
Algernon  Sydney.  Some  of  the  speeches, 
also,  which  were  made  bv  the  accused 
in  their  own  defence,  are  distinguished 
by  a  very  high  and  impassioned  strain  of 
eloquence. 
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But  the  most  valuable  information,  to 
be  derived  from  the  perusal  of  the  State 
Trials^  relates  to  the  administration  of 
justice.     We  may  there   see,  how  the 
law  was  dispensed  in  state-prosecutions, 
through  a  long  series  of  ages.     In  the 
earlier  periods,  these  proceedings  were 
conducted  without  any  regard  to  truth  ; 
and  it  would  be  difficult  to  name  a  trial 
not  marked   bv   some   violation  of  the 
first  principles   of  criminal  justice.     If 
this  view  is  dark  in  the  distance,  it  is 
bright  and  consolatory  in  nearer  times. 
Immediately   after    the    Revolution  of 
1688,  our  courts  of  justice  acquired  a 
new  character,  which  has  been  advancing 
and  improving  to  the  present  age.     In 
comparing  the  two  periods,  which  pre- 
ceded  and  followed  that  event,  and  sur- 
veying  the   systems    established  before 
and  afterwards,  the  contrast  will  appear 
most  striking  in  these  particulars: — the 
deportment  of  the  Judges  towards  the 
accused,  the  tone  and  temper  of  their  ad- 
dresses to  the  jury,  the  practice  in  respect 
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of  the  reception  of  evidence,  and  the  ex* 
f  position  of  the  law  of  treason.  In  re- 
gard to  this  last  particular,  the  reader 
will  perceive  (if  I  am  not  mistaken), 
from  observations  made  in  the  course  of 
the  work,  that  some  important  doctrines 
have  been  laid  down  on  the  broadest  and 
soundest  principles,  and  most  favorably 
to  the  subject,  in  the  latest  state  trials 
which  have  occurred. 

The  survey  of  former  times,  which  the 
author  has  here  attempted  to  exhibit, 
while  it  must  excite  no  small  degree  of 
disapprobation  of  the  judicial  principles 
and  practice  which  then  prevailed,  cannot 
fail  at  the  same  time  to  awaken  respect 
and  admiration  for  the  system,  which 
superseded  that  course  of  injustice,  and 
which  has  ever  since  been  gradually  and 
steadily  advancing  towards  perfection. 

January  nth^  1826. 
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THE  TRIAL 

or 

Sir  NICHOLAS  THROCKMORTON, 

IN  THE  GUILDHALL  OF  LONDON, 

FOR 

HIGH  TREASON, 

1  Mary.  April,  17,  1554.  —  1  Hotoett^  St.  Tr.  SIO. 


Sir  Nicholas  Throckmorton  was  charged  with 
being  engaged  in  the  rebellion  of  Sir  Thomas 
Wyat.  That  rebellion,  it  is  well  known,  broke 
out  soon  after  the  accession  of  Mary  to  the 
throne :  and  had  for  its  cause  or  its  pretext 
the  projected  union  between  the  Queen  and 
Philip  of  Spain.  Throckmorton  was  tried 
under  a  special  commission,  on  a  charge  of 
High  Treason,  for  imagining  the  death  of  the 
Queen,  levying  war  in  the  realm,  and  adher- 
ing to  the  Queen's  enemies.  The  overt  acts 
of  these  treasons,  charged  in  the  indictment, 
were  the  conspiring  to  deprive  the  Queen  of 
her  royal  estate,  and  the  devising  a  plan  to 
seize  the  Tower  of  London.  The  trial  was 
particularly  remarkable  for  the  eminent  cou- 
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rage  and  eloquence  which  the  prisoner  dis- 
played in  his  defence. 

Before  any  evidence  was  produced,  Throck- 
morton dexterously  availed  himself  of  an  early 
opportunity  to  produce  an  impression  on  the 
jury.  Having  observed  one  of  the  judges  con- 
ferring with  the  Attorney  General  respecting 
the  jury  panel,  just  as  a  challenge  was  on  the 
P.  sTi.  point  of  being  made,  —  "  I  trust,"  he  said, 
*•  you  have  not  provided  for  me  this  day,  as 
in  times  past,  I  knew  another  gentleman,  oc- 
cupying this  woeful  place,  was  provided  for. 
It  chanced,  one  of  the  justices,  upon  jealousy 
of  the  prisoner's  acquittal  for  the  goodness  of 
his  cause,  said  to  another  of  his  companions,  a 
justice,  when  the  jury  did  appear,  <  I  like  not 
this  jury  for  our  purpose,  they  seem  to  be  too 
pitiful,  and  too  charitable,  to  condemn  the  pri- 
soner.* <  No,  no,'  said  the  other  judge,  whose 
name  was  Cholmley,  <  I  warrant  you,  they  be 
picked  fellows  for  the  nonce ;  he  shall  drink  of 
the  same  cup,  his  fellows  have  done.'  I  was 
then  a  looker  on  of  the  pageant,  as  others  are 
now  here  j  but,  now,  woe  is  me,  I  am  a  player 
in  that  woeful  tragedy.  Well — for  these,  and 
such  other  like,  the  black  ox  hath  of  late  trod- 
den on  some  of  their  feet  But  my  trust  is,  I 
shall  not  be  so  used."  The  judge  alluded  to 
was  one  of  the  judges  presiding  on  this  trial. 


SIR  NICHOLAS   THROCKMORTON.  3 

The  Qiieeii'3  eounsely  Staiifoxd,  then  pre*  p.  872. 
seated  bimfelf  to  opm  the  c^fte^  when  Throck^ 
morton  ^mme  forwsf^  ajid  iB$«jle  another 
wdl-timed  wd  e^tiye  speech  *^  And  it  may 
please  you,  maater  isegeaot,  and  the  o<^^  my 
masters,  of  the  <2ueen'8  learned  counsd,  as  I 
here  minded  to  have  said  a  few  words  to  the 
commissioDers,  if  I  might  have  had  leave,  for 
their  better  remembrance  pf  their  duties  in  this 
place  of  justice,  and  concerning  direct  indif- 
fer ency  to  be  used  towards  Jiie  this  day :  so, 
by  your  patience^  I  do  think  gpod  to  say 
somewhat  to  you,  and  to  the  rest  of  the  Queen'^ 
learned  counsel  appointed  to  give  evidence 
against  me ;  and  albeit  you  and  the  ^e^t  by 
order  he  appointed  to  give  evidence  against 
me,  :and  entertained  to  9et  forth  the  4f^^ 
Bitions  and  matter  against  me,  yet  I  pray  you 
iremember,  I  am  not  alienate  j&om  you,  but 
that  I  am  your  Christian  brother*  Neither  are 
you  so  charged^  but  you  ought  to  consider 
equity  J  nor  yet  so  privil^ed,  but  that  you 
have  a  duty  of  Grod  appointed  you,  how  you 
shall  do  your  office,  which  if  you  excee(if  will 
be  giievously  required  at  your  haods.  It  as 
lawful  for  you  to  use  y^ur  gifts,  which.  I 
know,  God  hath  largely  given  y^u,  as  ypur 
learning,  art,  aiid  eloquence,  so  as  thereby 
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you  do  not  seduce  the  nunds  of  the  simple 
and  unlearned  juiy,  to  credit  matters  other- 
wise than  they  be.  For,  master  segeant,  I 
know,  how  by  persuasions,  enforcements,  pre- 
sumptions, applying,  implying,  inferring,  con- 
jecturing, deducing  of  arguments,  wresting 
and  exceeding  the  law,  the  circumstances, 
depositions  and  confessions,  unlearned  men 
may  be  enchanted  to  think,  and  judge  those 
that  be  things  indifl^rent,  or  at  the  worst  but 
oversights,  to  be  great  treasons ;  such  powers 
oratcMTS  have,  and  such  ignorance  the  un- 
learned have.  Almighty  God,  by  the  mouth 
of  his  prophet  doth  conclude  such  advocates 
be  cursed,  speaking  these  words,  *  Cursed  be 
he,  that  doth  his  office  craftily,  corruptly,  and 
malicioudy.*  And  consider,  alas,  that  my 
Uood  shall  be  required  at  your  hands,  and 
punished  in  you  and  yours,  to  the  third  and 
fourth  generation." 
Endenoe.  The  counsel  for  the  crown  then  iNrougfat 
fonpmrd  their  evidence,  in  support  of  the  pro- 
secution; which  consisted  entirely  of  exa- 
minations and  confessions.  First,  a  confession 
P.  87S.  by  \1^nter  was  read,  irom  whidi  it  appeared^ 
that  he  had  casually  met  with  Throckmorton ; 
and  that  having  mentioned  to  him,  in  the 
course  of  conversation.    Sir  Thomas  Wyat's 
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apprehensions  on  the  arrival  o£  the  Spaniards/ 
and  the  opinion  of  Sir  Thomas  Wyst,  that  it 
would  be  advisable  to  take  the  Tower  of  Lon- 
don  -by  stratagem,  before  the  arrival  of  the 
Spanish  prince,  Throckmorton  only  replied, 
on  being  asked  his  opinion^  that  he  disliked 
the  thing  in  many  respects.  It  appeared,  also, 
that  on  another  occasion  Throckmorton  in- 
formed Winter  of  Sir  Thomas  Wyat's  haying 
altered  his  design  as  to  the  taking  of  the 
Tower.  This  latter  part  of  the  deposition^ 
relating  to  the  supposed  alteration  in  Sir  Tho- 
mas Wyat's  plans,  was  much  pressed  against 
the  prisoner,  as  showing,  that  he  was  privy 
to  Wyat's  design,  and  that. some  information- 
was  passing  from  the  one  to  the  other.  But 
Throckmorton  denied  having  made  any  such 
communication  to  Winter ;  *•  And  what,*'  he  p.  875. 
added,  "  if  I  did  know,  •  that  Wyat  repented 
him  of  an  ill-advised  enterprise?  What 
doth  this  prove  against  me  ?  Is  it  sin,  to 
know  Wyat's  repentance?  No!  It  is  but 
a  venial  sin ;  if  it  be  any,  it  is  not  deadly.  . 
But  where  is  the  messenger,  or  message, 
that  Wyat  sent  to  me,  touching  his  alteration  ? 
And  yet,  it  was  lawful  enough  for.  me  to  hear 
from  Wyat  at  that  time,  as  from  any  other 
man,  for  any  act  that  I  knew  he  had  done." 
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Down  to  this  point  of  the  trials  it  is  certain 
nothing  material  was  proved  against  the 
prisoner. 

p.  876.       The  next  piece  of  evidtoce  was  the  confes- 
sion of  Vaughan,   who  had  boen  tried,  and 
condemned  for  his  share  in  Wyat's  rebellion. 
Vaughan  stated  in  this  confession,  that  he  had 
met  Throckmorton  several  times.    The  first 
time,  he  told  Throckmorton,  that,  if  the  other 
counties  disliked  the  Spanish  match,  and  the 
arrival  of  the  Spaniards,  as  much  as  it  was  dis- 
ly^ed  by  the  people  of  Kent,  they  would  be 
hardly  welcome.    At  the    second  meeting, 
Throckmorton,  alluding  to  the  former  con- 
versation, told  Vaughan,  that  the  Western 
men  were  in  readiness  to  come  forward,  and 
that  Sir  P.  Caroe  had  in  order  a  good  band  of 
horsemen  and  another  band  of  footmen.     He 
expressed  also  some  concern  at  the  unwilling- 
ness  to  move,  shown  by  the  Eari  of  Devon* 
On  another  occasion,  Throckmorton  informed 
Vaughan,  that  he  had  sent  a  despafxrh  to  Sir  P. 
Caroe,  calling  lipcm  him  to  bring  forward  his 
force  with  all  speed,  and  had  advised  him  to 
encourage  Sir  T.  Wy at  to  seize  the  present  mo- 
ment and  come  forward  with  all  his  power,  as 

p.  878.    the  people  of  London  would  take  his  part  To 
amfirm  this  statement,  die  convict  himself  was 
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hrougfat  into  open  courts  and  aworn  to  tb^ 
truth  of  bis  confession^  In  viun  did  Throck- 
morton protest  against  such  pr^of ;  insisting, 
that  a  man  attainted  of  treason  was  not  a  legal 
witness^  and  that-  the  confession  of  another 
person  could  not  be  legally  admitted  as  evi- 
dence against  him.  "  Remember,  I  pray  you," 
he  said,  in  conclusion,  *^  how  long,  and  how 
many  times,  Vaughan's  execution  hath  been 
respited,  and  how  often  he  hath  been  con- 
jured to  accuse,  which  by  God's  grace  h^ 
withstood  until  the  last  hour,  when^  perceiving 
there  was  no  way  to  live  but  to  speak  against 
me  or  ^mo  other,  his  former  grace  beipg 
taken  away,  he  did  redeem  his  life  most  un^ 
justly  and  shamefully,  as  you  see."  The 
court,  however,  paid  no  regard  to  this  just 
exception  taken  by  the  prisoner,  and  admitted 
the  confession. 

The  examination  of  Throckmorton  himself  p-  882.  . 
was  then  producedt  and  partially  read.  H$ 
insisted,  that  it  should  not  be  taken  in  parts  { 
but  that  the  whole  ought  to  be  r^d  together 
in  the  usual  manner.  This  W93  reused  $  th^ 
Queen's  counsel  pi^te»ding,  it  would  only  b& 
loss  of  tim^  and  that  they  bad  other  things 
to  charge  against  him*  The  court  acquiesced ; 
and  only  such  parts  of  the  examination  were 
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read,  as  appeared  most  likely  to  prejudice  the 
prisoner.  It  contained,  however,  little  or  no- 
thing material,  and  consisted  principally  of  a 
narrative  of  some  general  conversations  with 
several  of  his  acquaintances,  in  which  he  had 
expressed  his  apprehensions  on  the  subject  of 
the  Queen's  marriage  with  the  prince  of  Spain, 
and  on  the  expected  visit  of  the  Spaniards  to 
this  country. 

P.  88J.  After  this,  the  Queen's  counsel  read  a  con- 
fession of  the  Duke  of  Suffolk,  who  had  been 
attainted,  and  executed  as  a  principal  in  Wyat's 
rebellion.  It  oolj  stated  some  information  as 
to  Throckmorton's  intentions,  said  to  have  been 
communicated  to  the  Duke  by  Lord  Thomas 
Grey,,  who  was  then  alive.  This  statement, 
being  merely  hearsay,  ought  not  to  have  been 
received ;  and  so  Throckmcnton  insisted,  de- 
manding that  Lord  Thomas  Grey  should  him- 
self be  brought  forward  to  speak  openly  what 
he  had  to  say  agamst  him.  Another  objec- 
tion to  the  admissibility  of  every  part  of  this 
confession  was,  that  it  had  been  received  from 
a  person  under  attainder,  and  therefore  utterly 
incompetent  to  give  evidence. 

p.  884.  The  only  other  piece  of  evidence  produced 
at  the  trial,  was  the  confession  of  one  Arnold, 
who  s^pears,  from  the  report,  to  have  said  ab- 
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solutely  nothing,  that  could  in  any  degree  af- 
fect the  prisoner.  Throckmorton  is  repre- 
sented in  the  confession  as  having  mentioned 
a  circumstance  respecting  a  person  of  the  name 
of  Fitzwilliams.  This  person  happened  to  be 
present  in  court,  when  the  confession  was  read 
over ;  and^  on  hearing  his  name,  presented  him- 
self as  a  witness  on  the  behalf  of  the  prisoner, 
to  depose  what  he  knew  of  the  matter* 

All  the  evidence  against  the  prisoner  having  Defence* 
been  now  exhausted,  and  the  case  on  the  part 
of  the  prosecution  being  closed,  this  was  the 
proper  moment  for  receiving  evidence  on  the 
part  of  the  prisoner.  Throckmorton  de-  P.  884. 
sired,  that  the  witness  might  be  permitted  t0 
speak.  *'  I  pray  yOu'  my  lords,*'  said  the  at-' 
tomey  general,  "  suffer  him  not  to  be  sworn, 
neither  to  speak.*'  "  Who  called,  you  hither 
(said  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  one  of  the 
judges  in  the  commission),  or  who  comipianded 
you  to  speak ;  you  are  a  very  busy  officer.'* 
"I  called  him,"  answered  Throckmorton, 
'*  and  do  humbly  desire,  that  he  may  speak  and 
be  heard,  as  well  as  Vaughan,  or  else  I  am 
not  indifferently  used ;  especially  since  Mr. 
Attorney  doth  so  press  t  this  .matter  against 
me."  "  Go  your  ways  .  (said  another  of  the 
commissioners,  who  was  a  privy  counsellor). 
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the  court  hath  nothing  to  do  with  you.  Per* 
adventure  you  would  not  be  so  ready  in  a 
good  cause/'  Throckmorton^  in  his  defence^ 
alluding  to  this  rejection  of  his  witness,  men* 
tioned  an  anecdote,  highly  honourable  to  the 
Queen,  which  deserved  to  have  been  better 
p. 887.  remembered  by  her  judges:  "When  the 
Chief  Justice  was  called  to  his  honourable  of- 
fice, the  Queen  charged  and  enjoined  him, 
amongst  other  good  instructions,  to  minister 
the  law  and  justice  indifierently,  without  re- 
spect of  persons;  and  notwithstanding  the 
iAd  error,  which  did  not  admit  any  witness  to 
speak  or  any  other  matter  to  be  heard  in  £u 
vour  of  the  adversary,  Her  Majesty  being  the 
party,  the  Queen's  pleasure  was,  thsf^t  what- 
soever could  be  brought  in  favour  of  the  sub- 
ject, should  be  admitted  to  be  heard;  and 
especially,  that  all  her  justices  should  not  per- 
suade themselves  to  sit  in  judgment  otherwise 
for  Her  Majesty  than  for  her  subjects/' 

Throckmorton  strenuously  insisted,  before 
the  court  and  the  jury,  that  the  written  exa- 
minations ought  not  to  be  admitted  in  evidence 
against  him,  but  that  the  witnesses  should  be 
brought  befiire  him,  face  to  face ;  and  he  re- 
ferred to  the  statute  of  £dw.  6.,  as  expressly 
requiring  in  all  cases  of  treason  (unless  the 
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party  accused  should  confess  the  crime),  that 
the  accusers  or  witnesses  should  be  brought 
in  person  befbre  the  accused  at  the  time  of  his 
arraignment,  to  prove  his  guiitt  The  courty 
however,  without  giving  any  answer  to  this 
objection,  which  was,  in  truth,  unanswerable, 
admitted  all  the  examinations  in  evidence. 
He  insisted,  also,  that  the  mere  act  of  procur- 
ing a  person  to  commit  treason  would  not  of  P-  s^*- 
itself  be  treason,  and  that  even  if  he  had  been 
proved  to  have  induced  and  procured  Sir  T. 
Wyat  to  levy  war  or  commit  any  other  treason, 
(which,  he  maintained,  had  not  been  proved,) 
still  he  was  not  guilty  of  treason  within  the 
true  construction  of  the  statute  of  Edw.  d« ; 
•*for  that  statute,*'  he  said,  "does  not  expressly 
include  such  act  of  procuring,  and  ought  not 
to  be  extended  beyond  what  the  plain  letter  of 
ifce  act  will  warrant."  But  the  court  properly 
determined,  that  there  areno  accessaries  intrear 
son,  as  in  other  ofiences ;  that  all  are  principals; 
and  that  any  person  ofiending  in  treason,  eidier 
by  overt-act  or  by  procurement,  whereupon  an 
open  deed  has  ensued,  is  adjudged  by  the  law 
to  be  a  principal  traitor.  This  resolution  was 
warranted  by  some  earlier  decisions,  and  has 
been  ever  since  adopted  as  a  first  principle.  * 

*  Tku  point  is  reported  in  Ds^r,  98.  b. 
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The  prisoner,  in  his  de£bRce,furtheria8isted( 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  proof  of  that 
part  of  the  indictment,  which  charged  him  with 
adhermg  to  the  Queen's  enemies,  and  giving 

P.  895.  them  aid  within  the  reahn ;  for  that  Sir  T.  Wyat 
(to  whom  it  was  said  he  had  adhered)  was  not 
«ithio  the  description  of  ao  «>»^.  nor  had  he 
coDected  any  force  till  long  after  the  time  of 
the  conversations  referred  to  in  the  examina- 
tions. But  the  court  held,  that  *f  Wyat  was 
the  Queen's  enemy  within  the  realm,  as  the 
whole  realm  knew  to  be  true,  and  so  Wyat 
himself  had  confessed.**  This  decision  was 
undoubtedly  wrong,  for  the  term  enemy ^  in  the 
statute  of  treasons,  must  be  understood  to  ap- 
ply only  to  the  subjects  of  a  foreign  power 
with  whom  this  country  is  at  open  wan* 

P.  897.  The  jury  were  charged  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Bromley,  whose  summing  up  of  the 
evidence  is  not  preserved.  The  report  only 
states,  that  "he  remembered  particularly  all 
the  depositions  and  evidence  given  against  the 
prisoner;  and,  either  for  want  of  good  me- 
mory or  good  will,  the  prisoner*s  answers  were 
in  part  not  recited  j  whereupon  the  prisoner 
craved  indifference,  and  helped  the  judge's 
old  memory  with  his  own  recital**     As  the 

«  See  1  Hale,  P.  C.  159. 164.  3  Inst.  10. 
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jury  were  retiiing  to  consider  *the  evidence, 
Throckmorton  begged'the  court  to  give  order, 
that  no  person  should  have  access  or  coilfer- 
ence  with  them;  and  that  none  of  the  Queen's 
counsel  be  suffered  to  repair  to  them,  or  talk 
with  any  of  them,  until  they  present  themjselves 
in  open  court  to  publish  their  verdict  The 
jury  debated  the  case,  apart,  for  some  hours  ; 
and  at  length  the  foreman  delivered  the  una- 
nimous verdict  of  "Not  Guilty/'  "How  say  p.  899. 
the  rest  of  ye,  asked  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
Bromley,  is  that  the  verdict  of  you  all/*  They 
answered,  that  it  was.  "Remember  your- 
selves better,"  replied  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
**  have  you  considered  substantially  the  whole 
evidence,  in  sort  as  it  was  declared  and  recited? 
The  matter  doth  touch  the  Queen's  highness, 
and  yourselves  also.  Take  good  heed  what 
you  do."  "My  lord,"  said  the  foreman,  "  we 
have  thoroughly  considered  the  evidence  laid 
against  the  prisoner,  and  his  answer  to  all 
those  matters ;  and  accordingly  ^^  we  have 
found  him  not  guilty,  agreeably  to  all  our 
consciences."  Throckmorton  now  applied 
fof  his  discharge ;  upon  which  the  commis- 
sioners consulted  together,  and  the  chief 
justice.  Sir  Thomas  Bromley,  remanded  him 
to  the  custody  of  the  lieutenant  of  the  Tower, 
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cm  the  plea,  **  that  there  were  other  matterg 
to  be  charged  against  him/'  although  no 
chaise  had  been  suggested  by  the  attoraey 
gweraL    [Note  A.] 

Aoother,  and,  if  possible,  a  worse  act  of 
injustice  closed  the  business  of  the  day.  It 
was  not  to  be  expected,  in  those  times  of  op- 
pres^on,  when  unhappily  even  courts  of  jus- 
tice were  subservient  to  the  will  of  corrupt 
ministers,  that  a  jury,  who  had  llie  courage 
to  acquit  on  a  charge  of  high  treason, 
against  the  wishes  of  the  judge,  and  in  the 
presence  of  some  of  the  Queen's  privy  council, 
''should  be  .suffered  to  escape  untouched^  The 
Attorney  General,  Griffin,  prayed  the  court, 
that  the  jury  for  their  acquittal  of  the  pri- 
soner should  be  bound  in  recognizances,  to 
answer  any  charge,  which  might  be  brought 
against  them  on  the  Queen's  behalf.  The 
court  granted  even  more  than  was  desired, 
and  committed  the  jury  to  prison.  After  an 
imprisoiHnent  of  six  months,  four  of  the  jury, 
who  submitted,  were  dismissed }  the  remain- 
ing eight,  protesting  that  they  had  acted  to 
the  best  of  their  judgment  and  consciences, 
were  grievously  fined}  the  foreman,  and  aao. 
ther,  to  pay,  each  of  them,  two  thousand 
pounds ;  the  others  to  pay  a  thousand  marks 
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eitciu  They  were  then  rencoiiiinitted.  At 
leogdi  five  out  of  the  eight,  lafter  lyix^  in 
prisDii  imo  meiiths  longer,  imre  dismissed  an 
pa3mient  of  ibek  fioes  j  the  rest,  not  being 
aUe  to  pay  the  nvhole,  wei:e  excused  a  pltrl^ 
and  discharged* 

On  a  general  review  of  this  trial,  the  read*  Remarks. 
er  will  be  struck,  in  the  first  place,  with  the 
total  want  of  order  and  regularity  in  the 
course  of  proceeding.  The  counsel  £>r  the 
crown  do  not  appear  to  have  made  any  states 
ment  in  opening  the  cas^  but  contented 
themselves  with  a  broad  assertion  of  the  pn^ 
doner's  guilt :  they  continually  questioned 
the  prisoner  r^pecting  the  several  part$  of 
his  conduct,  widi  the  design  of  supplying  the 
deficiency  of  their  own  proof,  by  his  admis- 
sions: they  £^quently  made  interlocutory 
speeches,  on  the  several  facts,  as  they  suc- 
cessively appeared  iiiL  evidence,  pressing 
dfeem  against  the  ^^isoner  with  great  exag- 
geration. The  utter  disregard  of  the  first 
pri]»iples  of  evidence  is  another  striking 
feature  of  the  state  trials  of  that  period.  In 
violation  of  the  express  injunctions  of  a  sta^ 
tute*,    not  older  than  the  preceding  reign^ 


^ — c 


*  See  Stat.  5^6  Ed. 6.  c.  11.  s.  12. 
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the  judges  refused  to  allow  the  witnesses  to 
be  confronted  with  the  prisoner,    and  ad- 
mitted examinations,  taken  in  the  prisoner's 
absence ;  they  went  even  further,  and  admit- 
ted in  evidence  the  confessions   of  accom- 
plices,  who  had  been  convicted  and  attainted. 
[Note  B.]     To  complete  the  measure  of 
injustice,    they  refused  to    allow   witnesses 
to  be  heard  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner ;  thus 
not  only  giving  the  utmost  latitude  to  every 
mode  of  attack,  but  excluding  also  aU  pos- 
sibility  of  defence.    [Note  C]    This  was  the 
worst  of  all  their  acts   of  injustice,  a  pro- 
ceeding repugnant  to  the  common  feelings 
of  humanity,  and  inconsistent  with  the  first 
and  plainest  principles  of  natural  equity. 
The    arbitrary    power,    exercised  by  the 
,  courts  at  that  period,    of  fining  juries  for 
their  verdicts,  was  fatal  to  the  administration 
of  justice,  and  destructive  of  the  most  valu- 
able part  of  the  constitution.     The  only  se- 
curity, then  to  be  expected,  for  life  or  liberty, 
was  to  be  found  in  the  trial  by  jury  j  and  if 
this  noble  institution  had  been  allowed  the 
full  exercise  of  its  rights,  it  had  doubtless 
proved  a  sure   refuge  and   support   against 
the  jealousy  of  a  despotic  court,  and  the  servile 
compliance  of  dependent  judges.       But  no 
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hope  of  safety  remained,  when  the  acquittal 
of  a  prisoner  led  to  the  imprisonment  of 
the  jury.  A  verdict  was  no  longer  the  judg- 
ment of  twelve  freemen  upon  their  oaths,  but 
the  mere  echo  of  the  direction  of  the  judge. 
Juries  thus  became  mere  ciphers ;  and  as  sub-' 
servient  to  the  will  of  the  judges,  as  these  were 
to  the  wishes  of  the  court.  The  fatal  effects  of  « 
such  a  system  of  intimidation  are  obvious ; 
and  they  were  unfortunately  experienced, 
soon  after  this  trial,  in  the  case  of  Sir  Nicholas 
Throckmorton's  brother,  who,  as  history 
relates,  was  tried  and  convicted  on  the  same 
evidence,  upon  which  the  elder  brother  had 
been  before  most  justly  acquitted.  It  was 
not  until  some  time  after  the  restoration,  that 
this  unconstitutional  practice,  of  fining  juries 
for  their  verdicts,  was  declared  to  be  illegal. 
Sir  Mathew  Hale  refers  to  a  case,  which  oc- 
curred in  the  17th  of  Ch.  IL,  in  which  all  the 
judges,  with  the  exception  of  one  only,  deci- 
ded  that  such  a  fine  was  against  law.  [Note 
DJ}  But  this  decision  seems  not  to  have  been 
generally  acted  upon ;  for,  within  a  very  few 
years  afterwards,  another  instance  occurred, 
of  fining  a  jury  for  their  verdict ;  when  the 
question  was  again  solemnly  argued,  and  the 
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ill^falityof  the  practice  again  declared.  [Note 
E.]  The  severe  and  arbitrary  treatment  of  the 
jury,  in  this  instance,  was  the  more  ihex- 
cusable,  as  it  was  scarcely  possible  for  men  of 
conscience  and  understanding  to  entertain 
any  serious  doubt  of  the  prisoner's  inno- 
cenoe. 
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NOTES. 


Note  A.  p.  14. 

1 HROCKMORTON  was  released  from  prison  in  the 
course  of  the  year)  through  the  interest  of  Philip* 
In  the  succeeding  reign  he  distinguished  himself  as 
ambassador  to  the  courts  of  France  and  Scotlahd. 
Colonel  Lilburne,  who  was  tried  for  high  treason 
in  the  time  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  acquitted  by 
the  jury  to  the  great  mortification  of  the  Protector, 
was  committed  to  prison  immediately  on  his  acquittal, 
and  there  detained  for  a  considerable  time.  See 
Colonel  Lilbume's  Case,  in  4  Howell,  1404. 

Note  B.  p.  16. 
The  receiving  of  confessions,  as  evidence  against 
third  persons,  appears  to  have  been  an  inveterate 
practice  through  the  reigns  of  Elizabeth,  James,  and 
Charles  the  First  Early  in  the  reign  of  Charles 
the  Second,  the  judges  resolved,  that  a  confession 
could  be  evidence  only  against  the  party  omfessing, 
not  against  any  other  persons.  See  the  5th  Re- 
solution in  Tong's  Case,  Kelyng's  Reports,  18. 

Note  C.  p.  16. 

It  was  not  until  the  1st  of  Ann.  st.  2.  c.  9.  that,  in 

all  cases  of  treason  and  felony,   witnesses  for  the 

prisoner  were  allowed  to  be  examined  upon  oath.   See 

4  Black.  Com.  360. 
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Note  D.  p.  17. 

Wagstaff*s  Case,  2  Hale,  P.  C.  312.  Chief  Justice 
Kelyng,  in  his  reports,  mentions  an  instance  of  his 
fining  a  jury,  for  delivering  what  he  conceived  to  be 
a  wrong  verdict.     See  Kel.  Rep.  50.,  and  note  in 
6  Howel,  p.  992.    This  practice  of  the  Chief  Justice 
Keljmg  was  complained  of  in  parliament,  and  declared 
to  be  illegal.  Die  Veneris,  1 3 th  December,  1667.  See 
Hatsell's  Free.  vol.  iv.  p.  1  IS.     See  also  a  . dialogue 
between  a  barrister  at  law  and  a  juryman,  on  the  duties 
of  a  jury,  published  in  1680,  to  be  found  in  the  twelfth 
volume  of  a  collection  of  Tracts  in  the  library  of  the 
Inner  Temple.  In  the  case  of  Colonel  Lilbume,  who 
was  tried  for  high  treason  in  the  time  of  the  conmion- 
wealth  in  the  year  1649,  and  again  in  1653  for  re- 
turning firom  transportation,  the  jury  on  each  trial 
acquitted;    for   the   second    acquittal     they    were 
sharply  examined  before  the  Protector's  council  of 
state,  when  they  declared,  that  they  had  discharged 
their  conscience,  and  would  give  no  other  answer. 
It  does  not  appear  that  they  were  fined.     See  Lil- 
bume's  Case,  5  Howell,  407. 

Note  E.  p.  18. 

Bushell's  Case,  Vaughan,  Rep.  135,  2  Jon.  16. 
S.  C.  The  former  is  much  the  best  and  fullest 
report.  Bushell  was  one  of  the  jury,  who  brought 
in  a  verdict  of  Not  Guilty  in  the  case  of  Penn  and 
Mead ;  for  which  verdict  each  juryman  was  fined 
forty  marks,  and  ordered  to  be  imprisoned  till  the  fine 
should  be  paid.  See  Report  of  this  Case  in  6  Howell, 
968. 
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THE  DUKE  OF  NORFOLK, 

BEFORE   THE  LORDS  AT  WESTMINSTER, 

FOR 

HIGH    TREASON. 

14Eliz.  Jan.  26,  1571.— 1  HatioeU,  958. 


JLhe  Duke  of  Norfolk,  as  the  reader  may  p.  959. 
remember,  engaged  in  a  scheme  for  marry- 
ing the  Queen  of  Scots,  soon  after  her  im- 
prisonment    For  this  he  had  been  early  com- 
mitted to  the   Tower :   but  was   afterwards 
released  on  giving  his  promise  never  to  renew 
the  negociation.     Unfortunately,  he  allowed 
himself  to  be  again  drawn  into  a  correspond- 
ence with  the  captive  Princess ;  again  entered 
into  a  treaty  of  marriage ;  and  was  by  degrees 
led  to  give  his  consent  to  the  projects  of  a  deep- 
laid  conspiracy.     The  Duke  was  tried  on  a 
charge  of  High  Treason  in  the  court  of  the 
Lord  High  Steward.    The  Earl  of  Shrewsbury 
presided  as   High  Steward;  and   twenty-six 
Peers  attended  on  his  summons.    The  indict- 
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ment,  which  had  been  found  by  a  grand  jury  of . 
the  county  of  Middlesex,  charged  the  Duke 
with  imagining  the  death  of  the  Queen,  and 
conspiring  to  deprive  her  of  her  regal  power 
and  dignity;    it  further  charged  him  with 
conspiring  to  excite  rebellion,  to  levy  war 
within  the  kingdom,  and  to  overthrow  the 
government     The  principal  overt  act,  laid  in 
the  indictment,  was,  that  the  Duke  of  Nor- 
folk, knowing  that  the  Queen  of  Scotland 
had  claimed  possession  of  the  crown  of  Eng- 
land as  her  right,  and  knowing  that  she  had 
usurped  the  regal  name  and  arms  of  the  king- 
dom of  England,  had  endeavoured,  without 
the  consent  of  the  Queen  of  England,   to 
marry  the  Queen  of  Scotland  and  advance 
her  title  to  the  crown,  and,  in  prosecution  of 
that  design,    that  he  wrote  letters   to  the 
Queen  of  Scotland,   and  supplied  her  with 
money.    Another  overt  act,  charged  in  the 
indictment,  was,    that  the  Duke,  with  the 
Earl  of .  Northumberland   and  other  traitors 
assembled  together  in  arms,  prepared  to  carry 
on  open  war  against  the  Queen,  and  to  exe- 
cute the  aforesaid  treasons  and  conspiracies. 
A  third  overt  act,  laid  in  the  indictment,  was 
that  he  had  traitorously  adhered  to,  aided,  and 
assisted  some  of  the  subjects  of  the  Scottish 
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Queen,  who  were  public  enemies  of  the  Queen 
of  England.  A  fourth  overt-act  was,  that  he 
sent  Rodolphi  over  to  the  continent  to  the 
Pope  the  Duke  of  Alva,  and  the  King  of  Spain, 
for  the  purpose  of  inviting  them  to  invade  this 
kingdom;  and  that  he  engaged  with  Rodolphi 
to  raise  a  large  force,  with  which  he  was  to  join 
the  Spanish  army,  and  rescue  the  Scottish 
Queen  from  her  imprisonment  AfifUiovert. 
act,  charged  in  the  indictment,  was,  that  the 
duke  carried  on  a  traitorous  correspondence 
with  Rodolphi  and  through  his  agency  with  the 
King  of  Spain,  respecting  the  intended  rescue 
of  the  Scottish  Queen,  and  for  making  prepa- 
rations to  assist  the  Duke  of  Alva  in  his  inva- 
sion of  this  kingdom. 

When  the  indictment  had  been  read,  the  p.  965. 
Duke  requested  to  have  counsel  allowed  him  for 
his  defence,  but  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cat- 
lin  said,  "  that  this  was  contrary  to  the  prac- 
tice and  could  not  be  allowed,  that  he  was  to 
answer  to  his  own  fact  only,  which  he  himself 
best  knew,  and  might  without  counsel  suffi- 
ciently answer.*'  The  Duke  then  inquired, 
whether  the  indictment  was  sufficient  j  upon 
which  the  chief  justice  informed  him,  that  all 
the  judges  had  well  considered  the  indictment, 
and  with  one  assent  had  resolved,  that  if  the 

c  4 
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&cts  charged  were  proved  to  be  true,  the  indict* 
ment  was  in  every  respectsufficient.  [Note  A.] 
P.  967.  The  Duke,  havingpleaded  to  the  indictment^ 
addressed  himself  to  his  peers,  entreating  of 
them  a  favourable  and  equitable  hearing.  '*  I 
am  to  make/'  he  said,  <<  two  fiuitsj  the  one  to 
your  grace,myLord  HighSteward,  thatas  your 
place  requireth  you  to  do  justice  so  it  may 
please  you  to  extend  to  me  your  lawful  favour, 
that  I  may  have  justice,  and  that  I  may  not  be 
overlaid  in  speeches :  my  memory  was  never 
gopd,  it  is  now  much  worse  than  it  was ;  sore 
troubles,  sore  cares,  closeness  in  prison,  evil 
rest,  have  much  decayed  my  memory ;  so  as  I 
pray  God,  that  this  day  it  fail  me  not,  and  ano- 
ther time  I  will  forgive  it :  I  beseech  this  of 
you,  my  Lord  High  Steward. 

"  Yet  one  request  more  I  beseech  of  you, 
my  Peers,  which  I  with  favour  may  ask,  and 
you  with  justice  may  grant*  Unhappy  man 
that  I  am,  though  I  have  to  this  indictment 
pleaded  not  guilty  of  the  treasons  therein  ob- 
jected against  me;  yet  I  confess,  as  I  have 
with  all  humility  and  with  tears  confessed,  and 
as  some  of  you,  my  Lords,  here  present,  ca» 
witness,  that  I  have  neglected  tny  duty  to 
the  Queen's  most  excellent  majesty,  in  cases 
inferior  tc  treason,  and  that  are  no  parts  of 
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treason :  I  have  laid  them  at  Her  Majesty's 
feet,  and  poured  them  forth  before  her  in  con- 
fession, so  far  as  my  conscience  will  suffer  me 
to  declare.  Let,  I  beseech  you,  neither  my 
confession,  already  made,  of  inferior  faults, 
that  are  not  in  the  compass  of  treason  —  nor, 
if  I  shall  now  in  mme  answers  confess  them 
again,  if  they  be  objected  against  me  —  lead 
you  to  judge  the  worse  of  me  in  the  greater 
case.'' 

The  Queen's  seijeant  opened  the  case  P.  968. 
against  the  prisoner,  confining. himself  princi- 
pally to  a  statement  of  the  substance  of  the 
indictment.  The  counsel  for  the  crown  then 
began,  by  questioning  the  Duke,  as  to  his  P.972- 
knowledge  of  one  of  the  most  material  facts, 
charged  in  the  indictment,  namely,  whether 
the  Queen  of  Scotland  had  claimed,  as  her 
right,  the  possession  of  the  crown  of  England. 
He  entreated  that  he  might  not  be  pressed  to 
make  a  confession. — "You  handle  me  hardly," 
he  said,  "  you  would  trap  me  by  circum- 
stances,  and  infer  upon  me,  that  she  was  the 
Queen's  enemy  j  and  so  would  make  me  a  trai- 
tor." The  Lord  High  Steward,  however,  com- 
pelled  him  to  answer.  And  after  a  long  cross- 
examination  of  the  prisoner,  and  many  strained 
inferences,  the  counsel  for  the  crown,  con- 
cluded thus :    "  Now  have  you  confessed  far 
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enough  i  that  you  knew,  she  pretended  title 
to  the  present  possession  of  the  crown,  and 
usurped  the  regal  stile  of  the  realm/' 
P  9.^5^  The  written  examination  of  Lesley,  Bishop 
of  Ross,  and  the  Scottish  Queen's  ambassador, 
who  had  been  committed  to  the  Tower  on 
suspicion  of  being  implicated  in  Norfolk's 
conspiracy,  was  produced  in  evidence,  and 
read.  It  appeared  from  this  examination,' that 
the  Duke  had  often  expressed  his  good-will 
towards  the  Queen  of  Scotland,  and  had  in- 
structed Lesley,  to  make  proposals  of  mar- 
riage to  her  in  his  name. 

^'^V^'  '^^®  ^^^t  piece  of  evidence,  if  such  it  may 
be  called,  was  a  letter  of  the  Earl  of  Murray, 
Regent  of  Scotiand,  in  answer  to  a  letter  from 
Elizabeth's  ministers,  which  required  him  to 
give  an  account  of  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk,  as  commissioner  between  the  two 
kingdoms,  and  to  state  also  what  he  knew  of 
the  Duke's  intentions  on  the  subject  of  a  mar- 
riage with  the  Scottish  Queen.  Murray,  in 
his  letter,  states  what  passed  on  an  interview 
between  him  and  the  Duke;  when,  it  seems, 
the  subject  of  a  marriage  with  the  Queen  of 
Scotiand  was  aiifully  insinuated  by  Murray, 
and  the  assent  of  the  Duke  may  be  inferred, 
though  it  was  not  expressly  declared.  Mur- 
ray, having  intimated  to  the  Duke,  that  there 
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was  no  person  in  the  kingdom  whom  he 
thought  so  worthy  of  an  alliance  with  the 
Queen ;  the  Duke  replied,  "  Thou  knowest  of 
me  that,  of  which  I  will  make  none  privy  in 
England  or  in  Scotland,  and  thou  hast  Nor- 
folk's life  in  thy  hands/' 

The  next  document,  produced  in  evidence,  p.  9se, 
was  a  paper  said  to  have  been  received  from 
the  Regent  of  Scotland,  and  purporting  to  be 
a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  him  by  the  Duke. 
This  document,  though  manifestly  inadmissible, 
was  admitted  and  read,  on  the  mere  statement 
of  the  counsel,  that  they  had  not  the  original 
letter.  The  Duke  declared,  in  this  letter,  that  he 
would  never  retract,  and  was  resolved  to  per- 
sist  in  soliciting  the  Queen's  hand  in  marriage. 

After  this,  the  confession  of  Bannister,  one  p.  992. 
of  the  Duke's  servants,  who  had  confessed 
upon  the  rack,  was  given  in  evidence.  "  Ban- 
nister," said  the  Duke,  "was  shrewdly  cramped, 
when  he  told  that  tale.  I  beseech  you,  let  me 
have  him  brought  face  to  face."  [^Note  B.] 
This,  however,  was  refused.  The  Duke  also 
demanded,  that  Liddington  and  the  Bishop  of 
Ross  should  be  confronted  with  him ;  "  I  pray 
you,"  said  the  Duke,  "  let  them  be  brought 
face  to  face,  I  have  often  required  it,  and  the 
law,  I  trust,  is  so."  This  demand  was 
again  peremptorily  refused.     "  The  law  was 
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SO  for  a  time ;"  said  the  counsel  for  the 
Crown }  "  but  it  hath  been  found  too  hard  and 
dangerous  for  the  Prince,  and  the  law  hath 
been  since  repealed.'*  The  judges  appear  to 
have  acquiesced  in  this  doctrine.  [Note  C] 
p.  1002.  The  Duke  of  Norfolk,  in  defending  himself 
against  this  part  of  the  charge,  denied,  that  he 
had  ever  entertained  a  design  of  forwarding 
any  supposed  claim  of  the  Scottish  Queen  ta 
the  crown  of  England ;  or  that  he  had  been 
induced  to  solicit  a  marriage  with  her,  with  a 
view  to  any  such  claim.  Formerly,  indeed^ 
she  had  pretended  a  title  to  the  crown ;  but 
since  that  time,  she  had  been  in  amity  and  peace 
with  Her  Majesty;  and  it  would  be  unrea- 
sonable and  unfit  at  so  late  a  period,  on  that 
account,  to  denominate  her  an  enemy.  He 
admitted,  that  he  had  advised  the  Queen  to 
place  her  son  in  the  hands  of  her  friends,  and 
to  keep  her  castles  out  of  the  hands  of  her  ene- 
mies :  but  protested,  that  he  had  never  done 
any  act,  or  conceived  a  thought,  in  support  of 
any  adverse  claim  by  the  Scottish  Queen,  or 
to  the  prejudice  of  the  title  and  sovereignty 
of  the  Queen   of  England. 

On  the  other  side,  the  counsel  for  the  crown 
pressed  the  case  strongly  against  the  Duke, 
♦*  For  what  reason,'^  said  the  attorney  general, 
"  did  he  aspire>  to  this  marriage,  and  even  re^ 
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solve  to  achieve  it  by  force.  It  was  not  for  her 
person ;  for  he  knew  her  not.  It  could  not  be 
from  any  good  report  of  her  virtues ;  for  he 
had  formed  a  bad  opinion  of  her.  It  was  not 
for  her  title  to  the  kingdom  of  Scotland ;  he 
set  no  value  upon  that,  nor  was  it  in  her 
power.  It  is  plain,  therefore,  that  he  sought 
her,  in  respect  of  that  unjust  claim  and  title 
that  she  pretended  to  the  crown  of  England.  , 
And  this  design  he  could  not  entertain,  with- 
out  evident  purpose  to  depose  the  Queen's 
Majesty,  and  effect  her  destruction  \  wbich  is 
plain  treason  by  the  statute  of  Edw.  3. ;  for 
no  more  can  England  bear  two  Queens,  than 
the  world  can  bear  two  suns.  How  could  he 
have  maintained  his  purpose,  but  with  force  ? 
How  could  he  use  force,  without  depriving 
Her  Majesty  of  the  regal  estate?  How  could 
he  accomplish  this,  without  compassing  her 
death  and  destruction  ?  For  the  jealousy  of  an 
usurper  cannot  suffer  the  ju^t  prince  to  live.'* 

The  counsel  for  the  Crown  proceeded  to  the 
proof  of  the  other  overt-acts,  charged  in  the  in- 
dictment ;  and  gave  in  evidence  several  writ^ 
ten  confessions  and  examinations.  But  as 
none  of  these  are  stated  at  length  in  the  re- 
port of  the  trial,  we  have  not  the  means  of 
forming  a  correct  opinion,  as  to  the  guilt  of  the 
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accused.  It  appears,  that  the  Duke  objected  to 
the  competency  of  the  Bishop  of  Ross,  Barker 
and  others,  as  men  without  conscience  or  cre- 
dit, who  had  confessed  themselves  guilty  of 

P.  1026.  treason.  As  for  the  Bishop  of  Ross  and  Ro- 
dolphi,  said  he,  they  were  strangers,  and  on 
that  account  not  legates  testes,  and  not  compe- 
tent ;  and  he  referred  to  Bracton,  as  layincr 
it  dU  that  witnesses  must  be  freemea 
and  not  traitors,  neither  outlawed,  nor  at- 
tainted. "  None  of  the  witnesses,"  answered 
Catlin,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  court 
of  King's  Bench,  "  are  outlawed,  attainted,  or 
indicted.  Bracton,  indeed,  is  an  old  writer  of 
our  law  *y  and  according  to  Bracton,  a  stranger 
or  a  bondman  may  be  a  witness.'^  All  the 
judges  affirmed  the  same  to  be  law. 

P.  1027.  As  the  counsel  were  proceeding  to  prove 
that  overt-act,  which  charged  the  Duke  with 
traitorously  aiding  and .  assisting  certain  per- 
sons in  Scotland,  described  to  be  public 
enemies  of  the  Queen,  the  Duke  of  Norfolk 
inquired  of  the  judges,  whether  those  persons^ 
could  properly  be  designated  the  enemies  of 
the  Queen  of  England,  while  their  own  legi- 
timate sovereign  continued  in  peace  and  amity 

P.  1030.  with  the  English  government.  <<  In  '  some 
cases  it  may  be  so,''  answered  the  Lord  Ctuef 
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Justice  Catlin ;  '<  as  in  France,  if  the  dukedom 
of  Britanny  should  rebel  against  the  French 
king,  and  should,  during  the  amity  between 
the  French  and  the  Queen  of  England,  in- 
vade England,  those  Britons  would  be  the 
Queen's  enemies,  although  their  sovereign, 
the  French  king,  remain  in  amity  with  her/' 
The  evidence  being  closed,  the  peers  with-  P.iosi. 
drew ;  and,  after  a  short  deliberation,  unani- 
mously declared  the  accused  to  be  guilty  of 
high  treason.  The  execution  took  place 
betweem  three  and  four  months  after  the 
triaL     [Note  D.] 

A  few  remarks  may  be  made  at  the  dose  of  Remarks. 
this  trial ;  first,  upon  the  principles  of  law  to 
be  extracted  from  the  case ;  and,  afterwards, 
upon  the  nature  of  the  evidence  produced  in 
suj^rt  of  the  prosecution.  One  species  of 
treascm,  of  which  the  Duke  was  adjudged  to  be 
guilty,  was,  ^*  the  adhering  to  the  Queen's 
enemies,  and  giving  them  aid  and  assistance;'' 
and  this  was  effected  by  sending  them  supplies 
of  money,  which  money,  however,  was  after- 
wards intercepted,  and  seized,  before  its  arri- 
val. The  Duke  of  Norfolk's  case  is,  therefore, 
an  authority  upon  this  point,  that  the  sending 
money  to  rebels  or  enemies,  although  the  mo- 
ney be  afterwards  intercepted,  is  high  treason, 
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within  the  meaning  of  the  above-mentioned 
clause  of  the  statute  of  treason.*  And  this 
principle  has  been  followed  in  later  cases,  es- 
pecially in  Gregg's  caset,  and  Dr.  Hensey's 
caa^i  in  which  all  the  judges  held,  that  let- 
ters of  advice  and  intelligence,  addressed  to  the 
King's  enemies,  to  enable  them  to  annoy  this 
government  or  defend  themselves,  written 
and  sent  in  order  to  be  delivered  to  the  enemy, 
though  intercepted,  are  overt-acts  of  the  same 
species  of  treason.  Another  principle,  es- 
tablished by  this  case,  and  adopted  by  the  best 
authorities§,  is,  that  if  the  subjects  of  a  foreign 
prince  who  is  in  amity  with  this  country, 
make  an  actual  invasion  of  the  kingdom  with- 
out commission  from  their  sovereign,  they 
come  under  the  description  of  the  King's 
enemies ;  and  any  subject  of  this  kingdom, 
adhering  to  them,  is  guilty  of  high  treason. 

Hume  has  remarked,  that  the  trial  of  the 
Duke  of  Norfolk  was  quite  regular,  even  ac- 
cording to  the  strict  rules  observed  at  present. 


*  See  Dyer,  298.  b.  note  (a).  Dyer  (the  Ld.  C.  J.  of  the 
Court  of  C.P.)  was  one  of  the  judges  attending  at  this  trial, 
t  Foster,  Cro.  L.  217.     1  Burr.  646. 
X  Dr.  Hensey's  Case,  1  Burr.  647.  Foster,  Cr.L.  218. 
§  1  Hale,  P.  C.  163.    S  Inst.  1 1.    Foster,  Cr.  L.  219. 
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except  that  the  witnesses  gave  not  then*  evi- 
dence in  court,  and  were  not  confronted  with 
the  prisoner;  a  laudable  practice^  he  adds, 
which  was  not  at  that  time  observed  in  trials 
for  high  treason.*  In  another  passage,  he 
writes,  "  The  demand  of  having  the  witnesses 
confronted  with  the  prisoner,  however  equi- 
table, was  not  then  supported  by  law  in  trials 
for  high  treason/' t  The  counsel  for  the 
Crown,  on  this  impeachment,  maintained 
the  same  doctrine,  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  bring  forward  the  witnesses,  in  open 
court,  before  the  accused,  face  to  face.  They 
asserted,  ^  that  this  practice  of  confronting  the 
witnesses  with  the  accused  had  proved  too 
hard  and  dangerous  for  the  prince,  and  that 
the  law  had  consequently  been  repealed.  In 
speaking  of  a  repeal,  they  probably  alluded  to 
the  statute  1  &  2  Phil.  &  M^-ry,  c.  10.  s.  7., 
which  enacted,  that  all  trials  for  any  treason 
should  be  according  to  the  due  order  and 
course  of  the  common  law ;  and  seem  to  have 
supposed,  that  this  clause  had  repealed  the 
provision  in  the 5  k6 of Edw.  6.  ell.  s.  12., 
which  required,  that  the  accusers  should  be 


*  Hume,  Hist,  of  Elizabeth,  c.  40.  p.  199. 
t  Ch.42.  p.297. 

VOL.  I.  D 


l)iK3iugh|;  in  person  before  fh^  periy  Wfrned,  9t 
jtlMs  tim^  of  tbQ  s^f^igQm/eot  The  ju4g^  A9«- 
petf  atoo  0  havie  been  of  the  sa^ie  opinion^  m 
jthe  doct]rine«  advaoced  by  the  couraeli  passed 
i;^thout  ^orrectioQy  and  the  whole  of  the  evir 
4enpe  wns  composed  of  letters,  written  depo- 
sitions, wd  confessions.  This  admission  of 
the  statements  of  persons  absent,  instep  of 
\  the  testimony  of  witnesses  in  open  court  and 
in  the  presence  of  the  accused,  was  one  glar^ 
ing  irregularity  in  the  proceedings  of  this 
trials  It  is  certain,  that  the  statute  of  PhiL 
&  Mary  was  oot  intended  to  repeal  the  sta^ 
tute  of  I)dw«  VL  i  although  that  construe* 
tion  of  the  act  was  soon  found  convenient ; 
and  the  b^d  practice  of  receiving  hearsay  evi* 
dence  continued  to  the  end  of  ihe  reign  of 
Charles  I.  Even  on  the  principles  of  the 
CQiupQU  law,  without  reference  to  the  statute 
pf  Edw.  VI*,  such  evidence  could  not  have 
been  regularly  admitted.  Lambard,  a  wri- 
ter in  the  time  of  Elizabeth,  speaking  of  wit^^ 
nesses,  who  had  made  written  depositionsy 
being  obliged  to  give  their  evidence  at  the 
trial  vivd  voce^  mentions  it  as  a  thing  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  business.  *     And  in  trials 

*  Eirenarcha,  2  B.  C.  11.  ad  fin. 
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for  felony,  (in  which  the  rules  of  evidence 
were  the  same,  as  in  cases  of  treason,)  de- 
positions were  not  admissible,  by  the  common 
law,  even  after  the  death  of  the  deponent  j 
nor  are  they  admissible  at  the  present  day, 
except  by  operation  of  a  statute,  which  was 
passed  in  the  second  and  third  year  of  Philip 
and  Mary,*    [Note  E.] 

*  See  8  Tenn  Rep.  710. 122. 
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NOTES. 


Note  A.  p.  23. 

It  was  a  common  practice  with  the  judges,  ia 
early  times,  to  meet  together  previous  to  the  trial 
of  a  prisoner,  and  give  their  opinions  on  the  in- 
dictment and  on  points  of  law ;  a  practice,  abso- 
lutely inconsistent  with  the  &ir  administration  of 
justice,  and  inconsistent  with  their  judicial  oaths. 
See  3  Inst.  29.,  and  note  in  p.  25.  of  the  new  edition 
of  Fortescue. 


Note  B.  p.  27. 
In  Ellis's  Original  Letters,  voL  iL  p.  260.,  the 
reader  wiU  find  a  curious  letter,  containing  a  war- 
rant of  Queen  Elizabeth  for  the  application  of  the 
rack  to  Bannister,  the  Duke's  servant.  The  hor- 
rible nse  of  torture  was  fi^uently  resorted  to, 
for  the  purpose  of  extorting  confessions,  though 
uniformly  declared  by  otkr  best  writers  to  be  ill^al. 
In  the  reign  of  Mary,  it  was  applied  to  Protestants; 
in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  to  Catholics ;  and  an  in- 
stance is  recorded  of  its  having  been  used  even  so  late 
as  the  reign  of  William  the  Third.  See  vol.  i.  of 
Brodie's  Hist.  p.  238.,  and  a  very  valuable  note  in 
the  new  edition  of  Fortescue,  p.  73. 
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Note  C,  p.  28. 

The  practice  of  using  the  written  examinations  of 
absent  witnesses,  instead  of  their  vivd  voce  evidence 
in  the  presence  of  the  prisoner,  is  alluded  to  in  the 
play  of  Henry  the  Eighth,  in  the  passage  which  gives 
the  account  of  the  trial  of  the  Duke  of  Buckingham, 
who  was  convicted  and  executed  for  saying,  "  If 
the  King  should  arrest  him  of  high  treason,  he  would 
stab  the  King  with  his  dagger."* 

**  The  great  Duke 
Came  to  the  bar,'~ where  to  his  accusations 
He  pleaded  still  not  guilty,  and  alleged 
Many  sharp  reasons  to  defeat  the  law. 
The  King's  attorney, on  the  contrary. 
Urged  on  the  examinations,  proofs,  confessions. 
Of  divers  witnesses,  which  the  Duke  desired 
To  have  brought,  vivd  voce,  to  his  face." 

Note  D.  p.  31. 

*^  Incredibile  est,  quanta  charitate  multitudo  ilium 
complexa  sit,  quam  benignitate  et  comitate  singulari, 
nectantoprincipiindigna,  conciliaverat.  Frudentiores 
yarie  affecti  fuerunt ;  alii  periculi  magnitudine,  (quod 
ab  eo  superstite  et  ejus  factione  imminere  videbatur), 
perterriti,  alii  misericordi^  commoti  in  virum  surnm^ 
nobilitate,  summi  naturae  bonitate,  conspicua  mem- 
brorum  compositione,  et  vultu  virili ;  qui,  nisi  ab  in- 
cepto  vitse  cursu  subdolsB  aemulorum  artes  et  spes 
lubricae,  specie  boni  publici,  proposita  deflexissent, 
patriae  firmamento  pariter  et  omamento  fuisset" — 
Camd.  Hist.  Eliz.  246. 


*  See  Godbolt,  Rep.  264. 
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Note  K  p.  35. 

The  report  of  the  trial  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  is 
the  earliest)  which  gives  any  particular  account  of  the 
coarse  of  proceeding  in  the  Court  of  the  Lord  High 
Steward.  It  appears,  that  the  court  wasopened  by  read* 
iDgthecommission^undertbe  great  seal,  whichf^point^ 
ed  the  Earl  of  Sirewsbury  to  be  Lord  High  Steward 
pro  hoc  vice.  The  Serjeant  at  Arms,  to  whom  a  pre* 
cept  had  been  directed  commanding  him  to  summon 
the  Peers  therein  named,  returned  the  precept  and  the 
names  of  the  Peers  summoned.  These  were  read ;  and 
the  Peers  were  called  in  order,  the  most  ancient  in  dig- 
nity being  first  called.  The  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  returned  the  writ  of  certiorariy 
by  which  the  indictment  was  brought  up  fi-om  that 
court ;  and  the  Lieutenant  of  the  Tower  returned  the 
writ  of  habeas  corpus,  and  led  his  prisoner  to  the 
bar.  The  indictment  was  then  read  over,  and  the 
prisoner  called  upon  by  the  Lord  High  Steward  to 
plead  to  it  At  the  end  of  the  trial,  the  Lord  High 
Steward  desired  the  Peers  to  retire  together,  to  con- 
sider theur  verdict.  They  accordingly  withdrew  j  and 
the  prisoner  was  taken  back.  While  they  withdrew, 
the  Lord  High  Steward  remained  in  his  seat.  On 
the  return  of  the  Peers  into  court,  he  demanded  of 
each  Peer,  beginning  with  the  youngest  baron,  whe- 
ther the  prisoner  was  guilty  or  not  guilty  of  the  trea- 
sons laid  to  his  charge.  After  they  had  declared  their 
opinions,  the  Lieutenant  of  the  Tower  was  commanded 
V  to  bring  the  prisoner  again  to  the  bar.  The  counsel 
for  the  crown  prayed  for  judgment  according  to  the 
verdict :  and  judgment  was  pronounced  by  the  Lord 
High  Steward,  as  in.  cases  of  higb  treason. 

16 
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The  Lord  High  Steward  appears  not  to  have  taken 
any  part  during  the  trial,  either  with  reference  to 
questions  of  law,  or  to  the  facts  of  the  case.  When 
any  objection  was  taken  by  the  prisoner,  the  answer 
was  given  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  King's 
Bench ;  but  whether  on  a  reference  made  to  him  for 
his  opinion  by  the  Lord  High  Steward,  or  by  the 
Peers,  is  not  stated  in  the  report 
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THE  TRIAL 

OF 

THE  EARL  OF  ESSEX 
THE  EARL  OF  SOUTHAMPTON, 

BEFORE  THE  LORDS  AT  WESTMINSTER, 

FOR 

HIGH  TREASON. 
43  Eliz.  Feb.  19. 1600.— 1  HmeU,  1334. 


The  fate  of  the  celebrated  Earl  of  Essex,  his 
rapid  elevation,  and  no  less  rapid  iall^  are  fa- 
miliar to  the  reader  of  English  history.  Noble, 
eloquent,  chivalrous,  with  an  engaging  persoi> 
and  captivating  manners,  he  was  well  formed 
to  grace  the  splendid  court  of  Elizabeth.  But 
the  defects  of  his  character,  which  were  not 
less  remarkable — a  fiery  and  ungovernable 
spirit,  pride  tliat  would  never  yield,  a  temper 
that  would  neither  serve  npr  wait,  and  an  un- 
guarded openness  both  in  his  friendships  and 
enmities -^  marred  his  fortune,  and  involved 
him  and  his  associates  in  final  ruin.    The  first 
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reverse  which  he  suffered,  was  on  his  return 
from  Ireland,  when  he  incurred  the  displea- 
sure of  the  Queen  by  his  mismanagement  of 
the  affairs  of  that  kingdom.  For  this  miscon- 
duct, he  was  sentenced  b)'^  the  Privy  Council 
to  lose  his  high  offices^  and  to  return  to  his 
own  bouse  a  prisoner  at  the  will  of  the  Queen. 
He  submitted  to  this  sentence  with  great  ap- 
pearance of  humility  ;  but  some  fresh  marks 
of  royal  displeasure,  which  were  intended  as 
trials  of  the  sincerity  of  his  submission,  and, 
unfortunately,  were  accompanied  by  ha^sh  and 
contemptuous  expressions,  exhausted  all  his 
patience,  and  drove  him  into  despair.  In  a 
sudden  burst  of  rage  he  resolved  to  take  re- 
venge on  his  enemies  at  court.  Hd  taxied 
around  him  his  personal  friends  smd  depen-^ 
dents,  hastily  deliberated  on  the  best  means  of 
attack,  and  at  once  broke  out  into  open  rebels 
liofi«  One  of  his  most  intimate  frieiads^  tfafe 
Earl  of  Southampton^  w]:iom  he  had  advanced 
to  an  important  military  command  in  Ireland 
against  the  wishes  of  the  Queen,  and  even  ki 
defiance  of  her  positive  injunctions,  (teter-< 
mined  to  share  his  fortune,  and  with  his 
leader  incurred  the  penalty  of  high  treason. 

The  Earl  of  Essex  and  E^l  of  Southam.pton 
were  tried  together  iia  the  court  of  the  Lord 


AND  EARL  OF  S0UTHAMF7.0N. 


43 


High  Steward.  The  Lord  Treasurer  Buckhursfr 
was  appointed  by  commission  to  preside  in 
that  high  office.  The  course  of  proceeding, 
before  the  trial  began,  was  the  same  as  that 
described  in  the  last  trial.  Twenty-five  Peers 
were  called  to  answer  to  their  summons  j  and 
all  appeared.  The  judges  present  on  this  oec»« 
sion  were  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  Popham,  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Anderson,  the  Lord  Chi^ 
Baron  Periam,  and  the  judges  Gawdie,  Fenneru 
Walmesley,  Warburton,  Kingsmill,  and  Clarke.: 
A  body  of  the  Queen's  guard  attended,  and 
at  their  head  the  celebrated  Sir  Walter  Ra^n 
leigh,  who  in  a  few  years  was  himself  doomed 
to  stand  in  the  same  peril  of  his  life. 

The  indictment,  which  had  been  presented 
by  the  grand  jury  of  the  county  of  Middlesex,, 
charged  the  noble  prisoners  with  high  treason, 
in  conspiring  the  death  of  the  Queen,  and  in 
levying  war.  The  several  particulars  of  the 
indictment  are  not  stated  in  the  report ;  but  it 
appears  from  the  opening  speech  of  the 
Attorney  General,  Sir  Edward  Coke,  that  the  p.  1337. 
principal  overt  acts,  charged  against  them, 
were,  the  exciting  a  rebellion  in  the  city,  and 
the  consulting  and  conspiring  to  surprise  and 
take  by  force  the  Queen  and  her  courts  and  to- 
seize  the  Tower  of  London.  [Note  A.]  When 
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the  Peers  had  been  called  over,  preparatory 
to  the  trial,  the  Earl  of  Essex  enquired, 
whether  he  might  be  allowed  to  challenge 
any  of  them.  The  answer  of  the  judges 
was,  that  such  a  challenge  could  not  by  law 
be  permitted ;  and  Lord  Dacre's  case,  which 
occurred  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.,  was 
cited  as  an  authority.*  Serjeant  Yelverton 
opened  the  case,  stating  the  prmcipal  facts  j 
he  declared  it  was  marvellous,  that  the  accused 
should  not  blush  to  stand  upon  their  trials 
without  confession,  when  their  treasons  were 
so  well  known  to  the  Peers,  so  notorious,  so 
palpable  j  and  concluded  with  praying  for  the 
Queen's  safety  and  preservation  from  her 
enemies.  "  And'  may  God,"  exclaimed  Es- 
sex, "  confound  their  souls,  that  ever  wished 
otherwise  to  her  sacred  person."  Yelverton  was 
followed  by  the  Attorney  General,  Sir  Edward 
Coke,  who  spoke  with  all  that  quaint  preci- 
sion and  force,  for  which  he  was  so  remark- 
able. In  one  part  of  his  speech,  he  panegy- 
rised the  Queen  for  her  singular  clemency  in 
not  allowing  the  witnesses  to  be  racked  and  tor- 
tured for  their  confessions  j  and  this  he  repre- 
sented to  be  "  over-much  cruelty  to  herself." 


•  Vide  3  Inst.  27,   Moore's  Rep.  621. 
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The  evidence  consisted  of  two  parts  ;  the 
one,  relating  to  the  plot  for  surprising  the  court 
and  the  Queen's  person ;  the  other,  concern- 
ing the  rebellion  in  the  city.   The  written  ex-  p.  1359. 
amination  of  Witherington  was  first  produced ; 
in  which  the  deponent  stated,  that  he  had 
been  sent  for  by  the  Lord  Essex ;  and  that,  on 
repairing  to  Essex  House,  he  found  it  guarded 
by  a  large  party  in  arms  j  that  Lord  Essex  com- 
plained of  having  been  beset  at  court  by  many 
private  enemies  j  that  some  of  the  lords  of  the 
privy  council,  who  had  been  despatched  to  Es- 
sex House,  were  shut  up  in  one  of  the  rooms, 
and  their  personal  safety  threatened ;  that  they 
commanded  the  Earl  of  Essex  on  his  alle- 
giance to  disperse  his  forces,  to  which  he  made 
no  answer,  and  the  party  continued  as  before 
in  arms, 

A  written  declaration  by  the  Lord  Keeper,  p.  1340. 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  Popham,  and  a  third 
Lord  of  the  Council  was  also  read ;  giving  an 
account  of  the  riotous  proceedings  at  Essex 
House.  It  stated,  that  Lord  Essex  had  de- 
clared his  life  was  in  danger,  and  that  he  and 
his  friends  were  in  arms  to  defend  themselves. 
The  Chief  Justice,  by  his  oath  in  open  court, 
confirmed  the  statement  in  this  declaration. 
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P.  1344.  Xhe  next  evidence  was  the  written  confes- 
sion of  Sir  Ferdinando  Gorges.  He  stated, 
that  Lord  Essex  had  desired  his  assistance 
against  his  enemies  at  court.  The  Earl  ex- 
pressed great  confidence  in  the  number  and 
Keal  of  his  friends,  and  expected  support  in  the 
city  and  from  a  party  in  Wales.  "  I  have  a 
hundred  and  twenty  earls,  barons,  and  gentle- 
men,** said  the  Earl  of  Essex,  "  who  partici- 
pate in  my  discontented  humour,  and  will  join 
with  me.'*  Two  meetings  took  place  at 
.  Drury  House,  where  Sir  Charles  Davers  lodged, 
at  which  Lord  Southampton  and  others  of  the 
party  attended,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
their  projects  into  execution.  The  subject  of 
debate  was,  whether  it  would  be  safest,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  surprise  the  court,  or  seize 
the  Tower,  or  raise  an  insurrection  in  the 
city.  The  greater  number  advised  the  sur- 
prising of  the  court,  and  a  plan  was  imme- 
diately concerted  for  its  execution.  It  was 
arranged,  that  some  should  take  possession  of 
the  Hall,  and  some  of  the  Gates,  while  others 
were  to  enter  the  Guard  Chamber  and  the 
Presence  Chamber ;  in  this  manner,  it  was  sup- 
posed, Lord  Essex  might  easily  pass  through 
his  guards  into  the  Privy  Chamber,  and  have 


aecesB  to  the  preB^oe  of  the  Qjaeeru  Str 
Ferdinando  dissuaded  a  meaai^e,  bo  mh  and 
fraugbt  wilh  dan^r ;  op  which  Lord  South- 
ampton /observed,  "Is  it  not  three  m<axths 
«inDe  this  plot  began  ?  and  shall  we  resolve  on 
nothing?'^  The  party  afterwai^ds  alt^ed  their 
plan,  and  resolved  on  raising  an  inairrection  in 
ihe  city,  where  they  expected  great  support. 
Lcu-d  Essex  was  nqt  present  at  the  roeetings ; 
but  they  were  held  by  his  appointment,  and  the 
nesdlutiaQs  of  the  party  were  reported  to  him. 
iSir  Ferdinando  Gorges  was  brought  into 
jcourt,  at  the  requei^  of  Lord  Essex*  and 
touched  the  truth  of  Jus  confession. 

Then  fpUowed  &e  written  confession  of  Sir  P.  1545. 
Oiarles  Davers,  who  entered  more  fully  into 
the  particulars  of  the  conspiracy.  He  stated, 
that  there  had  been  several  consultations;  and 
the  points  debated  were,  first,  the  taking  of  the 
Tower,  next  the  surprising  of  the  court  Sir 
Christopher  Blunt  was  |:o  guard  the  outward 
gate3  of  the  court ;  Sir  John  Davis,  the  Hall 
and  Water-fgate ;  Sir  Charles  Davers  to  watch 
the  Presence  Chamber  and  Guard  Chamber, 
and  seize  upon  the  halberts  and  the  pensioners' 
battle-arms.  It  was  determined,  that  the  Earl 
of  Essex  should  immediately  call  together 
parliamwt,  for  the  reform  of  disorders  and 
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private  grievances.  Sir  Charles  Davers  conclud- 
ed his  confession,  by  declaring,  that  he  had  en- 
tered into  the  scheme,  not  from  any  private  dis- 
content, but  solely  from  the  love  he  bore  to  the 

P.  1346.  Earl  of  Southampton.  The  written  confes- 
sion of  Sir  John  Davis  was  to  the  same  effect 
as  the  two  former. 

P.  1347.  The  written  examinations  of  the  Earl  of 
Rutland,  Lord  Cromwell,  Lord  Sandes,  and 
Lord  Monteagle,  described  what  passed,  on 
Essex's  sallying  forth  with  his  attendants 
into  the  city.  The  several  examinations  and 
confessions  were  admitted  conformably  with 
the  practice  of  the  times,  as  the  most  incon- 
testible  proof  J  although  they  were,  upon  all 
just  principles  of  evidence,  utterly  inadmissible. 

P.  1356.  Lord  Essex,  in  his  defence,  protested,  that 
he  had  never  entertained  any  desire  to  use  the 
least  restraint  on  the  royal  person,  or  do  the 
Queen  the  least  injury  j  that  the  sole  object, 
which  he  had  in  view,  was  to  enter  the  court 
with  a  few  select  friends,  who,  like  himself,  had 
just  cause  of  discontent,  and  at  the  Queen's 
feet  to  entreat  her  protection  against  the  ma- 
lice of  enemies,  who  by  means  of  false  insi- 
nuations had  deprived  him  of  her  royal  favour. 
Lord  Southampton  made  a  similar  defence; 
adding,   that  what  he  had   done,  had  been 
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without  any  intention  to  offend  against  the 
lawsy  and  purely  from  a  wish  to  setve  his 
friend  and  kinsman  the  Earl  of  Essex.  The 
Peers  retired  to  consider  their  verdict,  while 
the  prisoners  were  taken  from  the  bar ;  and,  in 
consulting  together,  they  required  the  attend- 
ance of  the  two  Chief  Justices  and  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron,  to  assist  them  with  their  opin- 
nions  on  points  of  law.  In  about  half  an 
hour,  they  returned  to  their  places,  and  de- 
clared the  Earl  of  Essex  and  Earl  of  South- 
ampton to  be  guilty  of  high  treason.  Lord 
Essex  was  shortly  afterwards  beheslded,  in 
the  Tower  J  Lord  Southampton's  life  was 
Bpaired.    [NoTfi  B.] 

•  A  resolution  of  the  judges,  in  this  case,  is  Remarks. 
reported  by  Chief  Justice  Kelyng  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms :  **  It  was  resolved  by  all  the 
judges,  that  the  gathering  of  men  together  to 
compel  the  Queen  to  yield  to  certain  de- 
mands, or  to  remove  evil  counsellors,  was  an 
overt  act  to  prove  thes  compassing  of  the 
Queen*s  death.'**  The  report  of  their  deci- 
sion is  fiiller  in  Moore's  Reports. t  "The 
judges  resolved,  that  the  going  into  the  city 
by  the  Earl  of  Essex  with  a  troop  of  captains 

•—I r-  '  -      ■  I  - 

♦Kelyng,  Rep.  21. 76.  f  R62I. 
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and  others  and  there  praying  aid  of  the  dtv 
z6na  to  assist  him  in  defence  of  his  life,  and 
to  go  vi^ith  him  to  the  Queen's  court  into  her 
presence^  *  with  strong  band/  in  order  to  eik- 
able  him  to  remove  some  of  his^  ^emiea^  who 
were  in  attendance  on  the  Queen, — was  high 
treason ;  because  it  tended  to  the  eicercise  of 
force  and  restraint  upon  the  Queen  in  her  pa^ 
lace  I  and  the  fact,  so  done  in  London,  was 
actual  rebellion,  although  he  mi^t  not  intend 
any  personal  injury  to  the  Queen/' 

The  going  armed  into  ihe  city^  in  the  man* 
ner  here  described,  considered  a&  an  actual 
rebellion  or  leu^ing  qfwur^yf^A  in  itself  a  sub^ 
stantive  act  of  high  treason ;  considered  as 
demonstrative  of  the  ccmpassing  of  the  Queen's 
deaths  it  was  only  an  overtpact  of  high  treason^ 
**  an  overt  act  (to  use  the  words  in  Chief  Jus* 
tice  Kelyng's  report)  to  prove  the  compassing 
of  the  Queen's  death/'*  It  is  essentially  ne^ 
cessary  to  bear  constantly  in  mind,  the  dm^ 
tinction  between  the  proposition,  <^that  a  e^« 
tain  act  is  in  itself  a  ^ibstantive  species  of 
l^gh  treason^''  and  the  other  propositic»a» 
<<  that  it  is  an  overt  act  to  prove  such  treason/' 

It  was  also  resolved,  that  the  adl^riii^  by 

'       ■  f  ■  ■■■  ■  I         ■         -  ■■        ■      .  I  _jtuiua,,i 
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tte  Earl  of  Sdnthamptdn  to  the  £arl  of  Essex, 
who  was  in  opcta  rebellion  in  London,  was 
treason  in  him,  although  he  knew  of  no  other 
design  in  Lord  Essex  but  a  private  quarrel 
against  sdme  of  the  Queen's  servants.  It  was 
further  resolved,  that  all  those  who  went  with 
Lof  d  Essex  out  of  Esse:$  House  into  Londbn, 
m  did  dfkm^  (whether  they  knew  of  his  inten-^ 
fibns^  or  not,  and  though  they  departed  on 
the  reading  of  the  proclamation,)  were  guilty 
of  high  treason.  The  words,  **  in  aid  ofMrn,** 
are  not  in  Moore's  Report,  but  they  appear  to 
be  indispensably  necessary.  Without  them,  or 
without  some  words  of  the  same  import,  the 
resoliitfon  cai^not  be  good  law. 

Two  of  the  bHghtest  names  in  English  his- 
tory-*-Raleigb  and  Bacon— occur  in  the  pro* 
eeedings  of  this  triaL  Sir  Walter  Raleigh, 
appeared  as  one  of  the  witnesses  against  Essex^ 
to  iepeaty  what  should  not  have  been  received 
in  evidence,  a  mere  hearsay  narrative^  and- 
as  h&  was  his  rival  ad  court,  and  of  an  op- 
posite party  in  the  state,  his  coming  forward 
on  thii^  oic(^asion,  when  Essex  stood  in  peril  of 
his  fife,  was  imputed,  not  without  reason,  to 
the  unworthy  feeling  of  jealouisy.  [NofJC 
C]  Bacon  took  a  more  active  part,  as  one 
of  t&e  speakers  on  the  part  of  the  prosecution. 

E  2 
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P.  1350.  He  spoke  with  severity  against  his  patroa 
and  his  benefactor:  he  treated  the  defence, 
wtuch  Essex  had  made  for  himself;  with  con-^ 
tempt,  comparing  him  to  Pisistratus,  and  his  re^ 
beliion  to.  that  of  the  Duke  of  Guise.  "  You  see 
how  weakly,"  said  Bacon,  addressing  himself 
to  the  Lord  High  Steward,  **  he  has  shadowed 
his  purpose,  how  slenderly  he  has  answered  the 
objections  against  him.  And  now,  my  Lord/* 
he  continued,  turning  to  Lord  Essex,  "  all  you 
have  said,  or  can  say,  in  answer  to  these  mat- 
ters, are  but  shadows;  and  therefore,  methinks, 
it  were  your  best  course  to  confess,  and  not  to 
justify."  Bacon  was  reproached  with  having  in- 
terfered officiously,  when  he  was  not  obliged  by 
his  duty  to  take  any  part  in  the  proceedings., 
Against  this  charge  he  defended  himself,  in  an 
apology,  written  soon  after  the  trial ;  in  which 
he  declares,  that  he  had  not  obtruded  himself 
or  solicited  the  Queen  to  employ  him  in  the 
business,  but  had  only  performed  a  public 
duty  in  common  with  the  rest  of  the  counsel; 
that  he  begged  the  Queen  to  excuse  him  from 
taking  a  part  in  the  prosecution ;  at  the. same 
time  assuring  her,  that  if  she  required  him  to 
act,  no  private  obligation  should  interfere  with 
the  para;mount  duty,  which  he  owed  to  her  and 
to  her  service :  and  that  if  he  had  handled  hi^ 
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pkh  not  tenderly,  this  was  from  the  superior 
duty  which  he  owed  to  the  Queen  in  a  publia 
proceeding,  and  partly  with  a  view  to  support 
his  own  credit  with  the  Queen,  that  he  might: 
afterwards  be  better  able  to  do  good  offices: 
to  Essex.  [NoteD,3  But  giving  full  credit 
to  those  professions  of  regard,  and  making  all 
allowances  for  his  zeal  in  the  Queen's  ser** 
vice,  it  is  impossible  to  excuse  the  eagerness 
and  unfeeling  tone,,  with  which:  he  exerted 
himself  against  so  generous  a  patron  and  friend 
as  the  Earl  of  Essex. 

Hume,  citing  Lord  Bacon  as  his  authority, 
has  said,  that  the  trial  at  common  law,  which 
was  granted  to  the  Earl  of  Essex  and  his  fel- 
low-conspirators, was  a  favour  shown  them  by 
the  crown;  and  that  the  case  would  have 
borne  and  required  the  severity  of  martial  law. 
But  there  is  no  ground  whatever  for  such  a 
statement.  On  the  contrary,  it  appears  from 
the  most  approved  authorities,  that  if  he  had 
been  executed  by  martial  law  for  this  rebel- 
lion, which  broke  out  in  time  of  peace,  he 
had  been  murdered.  Sir  Edward  Coke  declares, 
**  If  a  lieutenant,  or  other  that  hath  commis- 
sion of  marshail  authority,  in  time  of  peace, 
hang  or  otherwise  execute  any  man  by  colour 
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of  marshall  law,  this  is  murder."  *  And  Sir 
Matthew  Hale  writes,  ^<  If  in  time  of  peace  a 
commission  issue  to  exercise  martial  law,  and 
such  commissioners  execute  any  of  the  king'^ 
subjects  not  being  listed  under  the  military 
power^  this  is  without  all  question  a  great  mis- 
prision, and  an  erroneous  proceeding,  and  so 
adjudged  in  parliament  in  the  case  of  the 
Eari  of  Lancaster.  And,  in  that  ease,  the 
exercise  of  martial  law  in  time  of  peace  is 
marder."t  [Note  E.] 

'   '  ■  .     I  II 1^       M^— ly 
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NOTE& 


Note  A.  p.  45. 

Lord  Bacon  has  given  a  very  full  and  clear  history 
of  this  trial.  One  or  two  particulars,  here  metitioh^dy 
are  taken  £rom  his  account.     See  **  The  dechuratioii' 

* 

of  the  Treasons  of  Lord  Essex,"  in  the  4th  tqL  of 
the  4to.  ed.  of  Lord  Bacon's  Works* 

Note  B.  p.  49 

The  character  of  Essex  is  well  drawn  by  Camden 
in  his  history  of  Elizabeth.  ^<  Vir  erat  virtutibus, 
quae  nobilissimo  dignas  sunt,  instructus  singulis.  Non 
ad  aulam  factus  videbatur,  qui  ad  scdera  segnis,  ad 
oSensionem  accipiendam  mollis,  ad  deponendam 
facilis,  et  sui  minime  obtegens ;  sed  ^ikofavipo$  et 
It^KTofavsposy  id  est,  amorem  et  odium  in  fronte  semper 
gessit,  nee  celare  novit.  Ut  verbo  expediam,  nemo 
gloriam  ex  virtute  magis  concupivit,  et  caetera  omnia 
minus  concupivit.'' 

Note  C.  p.  51. 

A  letter  from  Raleigh,  to  Sir  Robert  Cecil,  urging 
him  not  to  spare  the  life  of  Essex,  fixes  a  deeper  stain 
on  the  brilliant  character  of  that  great  man.  It  is  to 
be  found  in  Murdin. 

£  4f 
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Note  D.  p.  35. 

See  *^  The  apology  of  Sir  Francis  Bacon,  agfunst 
imputations  concerning  Lord  Essex,"  in  the  4th  voL 
of  his  works,  4to.  edit.  Camden,  in  his  History  of 
Elizabeth,  mentions  Bacon  among  the  Queen's  counsel 
on  the  trial.  '*  Franciscus  Baconus,  a  regio  in  rebus 
forensibus  consilio,  polite  et  oratorie  colorem  rebeI-» 
lioni,  ex  inimicorum  insidiis  qusesitum,  abstergere 
conatus.'* 


NoT«  E,  p.  54. 

,  The  proceedings  against  the  Earl  of  Lancaster,' 
referred  to  by  Sir  Matthew  Hale,   are  reported  in 
lHoweIV39. 
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SIR  WALTER   RALEIGH, 

AT  WINCHESTER,; 

HIGH    TREASON. 
J  James  I.  Nov,  17»  1603.— 2  HoxveH,  1* 


Amidst  the  great  tranquilliiy,  both  foreign^ 
and  domestic,  with  which  the  nation  was  blest,  ^ 
nothing  could  be  more  surprising  than  the 
discovery  of  a  conspiracy  to  subvert  the  go- 
vernment, and  to  .fix  on  the  throne  of  Eng-* 
land,  Arabella  Stuart,  a  near  relation  of  the* 
King,  and  descended  equally  from  Henry  VII- 
Every  thing  remains  still  mysterious  in  this 
conspiracy ;  and  history  can  give  us  no  clue  to 
unravel  it.    Watson  and  Clarke,  two  Catholic ' 

* 

priests,  were  accused  of  the  plot  ;/Lord  Grey, 
a  puritan:;  Lord  Cobham,  a  thoughtless  man,' 
of  no  fixed  principle  j  and  Sir  Walter  Raleigh^ 
suspected  to  be  of  |;hat4)hilosopbical  sect,  who* 
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were  then  extremely  rare  in  England,  and 
who  have  since  Jrec^ved  the  appellation  of 
Jreethinkers  ;  together  with  these.  Broke,  Sir 
Griffin  Markham,  Copeley,  and  Sir  Edward 
Parham*  What  cement  could  unite  men 
of  such  discordant  principles  in  so  dangerous 
a  combination ;  what  end  they  proposed,  or 
what  means  proportioned  to  an  undertaking 
of  this  nature,  has  never  yet  been  explained, 
and  cannot  easily  be  imagined.* 

p.  1.  Sir  Walter  Raldgh  was  tried  for  high  trea- 

son, in  the  first  year  after  the  accession  of  James 
to  the  throne  of  England.  The  trial  was 
at  Winchester,  under  a  special  commission  di- 
lected  to  the  Earl  of  Suffolk,  Cecil  Earl  of 
Salidbury^  the  Lwd  Chief  Justice  of  Enghmd 
Pophain,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Com* 
moil  Fleas  Anderson,  Mr.  Justice  Crawdie, 
and  Mr.  Justice  Warburton.  The  indictment, 
on  which  he  was  tried^  had  been  found  by  a 
grand  jury  of  the  county  of  Middlesex ;  and 
th?  jury,  who  tried  him,  wa8  compoBed  of 
jurors  of  the  latter  county.t  The  jpindpal 
overt  acts,  charged  in  the  indictment,  were^ 

P-  5r.      the  conspiring  to  deprive  the  King  of  his  go* 
y^mment;  to  ^^cite  sedition  within  the  realm; 


^-Himie^*  Hist.  4»f  Jsmcf  L,  c.  xlv»         f  See  3  Inst.2T. 
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tod  to  procure  foreign  enemies  tp  inv&de  iiib 
kingdom.  The  indictment  also  charged,  that 
Lord  Cobham  and  Raleigh  had  conspired  to 
advance  the  Lady  Arahella  Stuart  to  the 
Crown  of  England ;  that  it  was  arranged  be- 
tween them,  that  Lord  Cobham  should  treat 
with  Aremberg,  the  ambassador  of  the  Arch- 
duke of  Austria,  for  supplies  of  money,  ta 
enable  them'  to  carry  their  plans  into  execu- 
tion ;  and  that  Cobham  should  also  apply  to 
the  Ardiduke  Albert,  and  the  King  of  Spain, 
to  support  the  Lady  Arabella's  pretended 
title ;  that  Raleigh  published  a  book  against 
the  title  of  James  to  the  Crown  of  England  y 
and  that  Cobham,  by  the  instigation  of 
Raleigh,  applied  to  Count  Aremberg  for  a 
laige  sum  of  rnQney^  for  the  purpose  hef^TQ 
m^l^oned,  for  which  Raleigh  was  to  receive 
a  part  The  Attorney  Gener^lj  Sir  Edward  P*  *  j 
Coke,  opex^d  the  C9^$  lef  the  prosectttion,  in 
a  speech  abounding  with  flattery  to  the  King 
and  with  invective  against  Raleigh^  While  the 
Attorney  General  was  wing  terma  <^  abuse,: 
which  not  the  worst  degree  of  guilt,  in  the 
lowest  criminal,  could  justify— ^"  Your  worda,*'  ^*  '^ 
interposed  the  prisoner,  **  cannot  condemn 
me.  My  innocence  ia  my  defence^  Prove 
me  of  those   things^  wherewith  you  hava 
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charged  iiie,  and  I  ^11  confess  the  whole  of 
the  indictment,  and  that  I  am  the  horriblest 
traitor  that  ever  lived,  and  worthy  to  be  cru- 
cified by  a  thousand  thousand  torments/*  The 
Attorney  General  continued  in  the  same  strain.' 
" Let  me  answer  for  myself, "again interposed 
the  prisoner.  <*  Thou  shalt  not,'*  said  the  At- 
tohiey  General.  **  It  concemeth  my  life,*^ 
replied  the  prisoner.  At  the  conclusion  of 
this  speech,  the  Attorney  General  insulted  the 
prisoner  in  the  most  offensive  terms.  "  It  be- 
Cometh  not  a  man  of  quality  and  virtue,*^ 
observed  Raleigh,  *^  to  call  me  so.  But  I  take 
comfort  in  it,  it  is  all  you  can  do."  "  Oh,  have 
I  angered  you  ?**  retorted  the  Attorniey  Gene- 
ral; "  I  am  in  no  case  to  be  angry,"  answered 
the  prisoner.  The  Lord  Chief  Justice  Popham 
then  addressed  Sir  Walter  Raleigh,  "  Mr.  At- 
P.  let ''  tomey  speaketh  out  of  the  zeal  of  his  duty,  fb^ 
the  service  of  the  King ;  and  you  for  your  life* 
Be  valiant  on  both  sides." 

A  paper,  purporting  to  be  the  examination 
or  confession  of  Lord  Cobham,  was  first  read 
in  evidence.  It  stated  as  a  fact,  that  Cobham 
*  had  confessed  his  having  a  passport  to  go  to 
Spain,  and  his  intending  to  go  to  the  Archduke, 
for  the  purpose  of  conferring  with  him ;  that 
knowing  the  Archduke  had  not  money  enough 
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io  pay  his,  own  army,  he  intended  to'apply^tq 
the  King^  of  Spaiu  for  money,  and  that  he 
should  do  nothing,  until  he  had  spoken  with 
Jlaleigh  as  to  its  distribution  among  the  dis^ 
contented  in  England.  The  paper  proceeded 
to  state,  that  Cobham  at  first  breathed  out 
oaths  and  exclamations  against  Raleigh,  call- 
ing him  "  villain*'  and  "  traitor,"  and  saying, 
**  he  (Cobham)  had  never  entered  into  slich 
courses  but  by  Raleigh's  instigation,  and  that 
Raleigh  would  never  let  him  alone/*  It  fur^ 
ther  stated,  that  Cobham  spoke  besides  of  plots  "• 

and  invasions ;  of  the  particulars  of  which  he 
could  give  no  account,  though  Raleigh  aad  he 
had  conferred  on  them.  He  also  said,  he  was 
afraid,  that,  when  he  (Cobham)  should  return; 
by  Jersey,  Raleigh  would  have  delivered  him 
and  the  money  to  the  King.  In  another  part 
of  his  examination,  he  said,  he  had  a  book, 
written  against  the  title  of  the  King,  which  he! 
received  from  Raleigh,  and  he  had  given  it  to 
his  brother  Brook ;  and  that  Raleigh  told  him 
it  was  foolishly  written. 

A  second  paper  was  read,  purporting,  lik0     P.  12. 
the  former,  to  be  an  examination  of  Lord 
Cobham.     It  appears  from   this,   that  Lord 
Cobham  was  required  to  sign  the  former  €xa* 
mination^  which  he  at  first  refused  to  do^ 
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[KoTS  A«]  and  at  tbe  same  time,  a  leCtei^ 
m  the  hand-writing  of  Raleigh  was  shown 
him ;  that  Lord  Cobham,  on  reading  the  letter, 
paused,  and  broke  forth  into  abuse  of  Raleigh, 
cafling  him  «<  villain^  **  traitor,''  adding,  that 
be  wouM  tell  all  the  truth ;  then  he  said,  hifll 
intention  was  to  go  into  Flanders  and  Spain^ 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  money,  anci 
that  Ralei^  had  appointed  to  meet  him  in 
Jersey,  on  his  return  home,  to  be  advised  by 
hint  as  to  the  distrU^ution  of  the  money. 
P-17.  The  confessions  of  Brook  and  Lawrency, 
wAkli  were  then  given  in  evidence,  related 
acrfely  to  Gobham,  and  did  not  m  the  remotest 
di^ed  touch  Raleigh ;  nor  did  they  confirm 
any  part  of  Cobham's  examination^  that  a& 
feeted  Raleigh*  The  examination  of  Copley 
contained  mere  hearty  of  the  worst  descrip^ 
tion,  a  report  at  seccmdaAd  even  at  third  hand. 
Copley  is  there  represented  to  say;  that  some 
person  Qf  the  name  of  Watson  had  tdd  him^ 
that  a  certain  other  person  (not  named)  told  him 
(Watson),  that  Aremberg  had  ofi^ed  him  mo« 
ney,  to  engage  him  in  the  business ;  and  that 
Brook  had  told  him  (Watson),  that  the  stirs  in 
Scotland  had  come  from  Raleigh's  head.  With 
a  view  to  give  scHtte  weight  to  this  vf^e  re* 
I^ort  from   &rook,  a   single   passage   from 
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jRateigh'a  exaimiiatkm  wtfs  read,  in.  which 
'Bakigh  is  said  to  have  declared,,  thai  the 
way  to  invade  Engbnd  was  by  beginning  with 
a  stir  in  Scotland^  Raleigh  admitted^  at  his 
trial,  that  this  had  always  been  his  opimoi^ 
and  that  he  had  often  mentioned  it  in  the  way 
pf  discourse.  The  same  observation  mi^  \» 
made  on  Watson's  examinatton,,  as  oa  that  of 
Brook  i  that  it  contained  mexe  hearsay,  at  sei^ 
cond  and  third  hand* 

.  Another  part  of  Raleigh^s  examinatiaiL  waa 
also  read.  Raleigh  there  admitle^^  that  Cob* 
ham  offered  him  8000  crowns^  which  be  was 
to  have  for  the  furtfaeranoei  of  the  peace  fae^ 
tween  Eiogland  and  ^ain,  and  that  he  waar  to 
lieceive  it  in  three  days.  He  added,  that  he 
gave  this  answer  to  Cobfaam,  **  When  I  see 
the  money,  I  wtU  tell  you  more;''  for  he 
looked  upon  the  proposal  aa  one  of  Colxham's 
idle  coiiceita^  and  therefore  gave  it  no  regard. 

The  only  witoeas,  ezamitied  upon  oath,  was  P*  ^5. 
Dyer.  He  was  allowed  to  give  this,  evidence; 
thai  a  stranger^  meeting  him  at  lidson^  asked 
him*  whether  the  King  was  crowned;  to 
whidh  he  an&wered,  that  the  King  vtm  not 
crowned*  but  he  hoped  he  would  be  sfaorfly; 
the  stranger  then  replied,  ^^  He  nevw  shall  be 
crowned*  for  Don  Raleis^  and  Don  Cobbam 
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will  cut  his  throat,  ere  that  day  come.'*  Thii 
absurd  exclamation,  by  some  unknown  stranger 
in  a  foreign  country >  was  received  without 
hesitation,  as  legitimate  proof  against  the  pri- 
soner. 

P.  27.  A  letter  written  by  Lord  Cobham  was  pro- 

duced by  the  Attorney  General,  and  read. 
Cobham  mentions  the  circumstance  of  Raleigh 
having  written  to  him,  calling  upon  him  to 
repair  the  great  wrong,  which  he  had  done  by 
accusing  him,  and  that  in  his  answer  to  Ra- 
leigh's letter  he  had  retracted  the  charge.  He 
sap  also,'  that  Raleigh  engaged,  on  receiving  a 
pension,  to  give  information  to  Aremberg  of 
any  movements  or  design  against  Spain,  the 
Low  Countries,  or  the  Indies ;  and  that  he  had 
no  dealing  with  Aremberg,  except  by  the  in<% 
stigatioii  of  Raleigh.  *  .  . 
'  Raleigh  acknowledged  that  he  had  written 
a  letter  to  Cobham,  in  which  he  had  said,  *«  You 
know  you  have  undone  me ;  now  write  three 
lines  to  justify  me."  To  this  letter  Cobham 
wrote  an  answer,  which  Raleigh  produced,  in 

P.  S8.  the  following  terms. "  Seeing  myself  so  near  my 
end-^for  the  discharge  of  my  own  conscience; 
and  for  freeing  myself  from  your  blood,  which 
else  will  cry  for  vengeance  against  me — I  pro- 
test upon  my  salvation,  I  never  practised  with 
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Spain  by  your  procurement.  God  so  comfort 
me  in  my  affliction,  as  you  are  a  true  subject, 
from  any  thing  that  I  know.  I  will  say,  puriis 
sum  a  sanguine  kujtts.  God  have  mercy  on  my 
soul,  as  I  know  of  no  treason  by  you/*  This 
letter  appears  to  have  produced,  as  well  it 
might,  a  very  considerable  sensation.  The  P.  29. 
Attorney  General  alleged,  that  it  had  been 
artfully  obtained  from  Cobham ;  and  that  the 
first  letter  was  the  simple  truth.  The  Earl  of 
Devonshire  came  forward,  and  stated,  that  the 
letter  produced  by  the  Attorney  General  was 
Voluntary,  and  had  not  been  drawn  from  Cob- 
ham  by  any  promise  of  pardon.  — No  other 
evidence  was  produced,  either  on  the  part  of 
th^  prosecution,  or  on  behalf  of  the  pri- 
soner. 

It  appears  clearly  from  the  foregoing  state- 
ment, that  the  proof  of  the  charge  of  high 
treason  rested  entirely  on  the  single  con- 
fession of  Lord  Cobham.  Raleigh  insisted,  p.  15. 
that  there  ought  to  be  at  least  two  wit- 
nesses J  that  two  witnesses  were  required  by 
common  law,  by  the  statute-law,  and  by  the 
law  of  God ;  that  the  witnesses  ought  to  be 
brought  into  court,  and  confronted  with 
the  accused.  That  here,  on  the  contrary, 
there  had  beeii  the  single  confession  of  a 

VOL.  1.  F 


V 


66  THE   TRIAL    OF 

single  person ;  a  confession  not  signed,  and 
its  truth  not  avouched,  "  The  proof  of  the 
common  law,'*  said  Raleigh,  "  is  by  witnesses 
and  jury  j  let  Lord  Cobham  be  sent  for ;  call 
my  accuser  before  my  face,  and  I  have  done  j 
charge  him  on  his  soul,  and  on  his  allegiance 
to  the  King ;  and,  if  he  affirm  it,  let  me  be 
taken  to  be  guilty."  [Note  B.  ] 

The  Lord  Chief  Justice  Popham  said  in  an- 
swer, that  the  statutes  of  25  Ed.  3.  &  5  Ed.  6., 
respecting  proof  by  two  lawful  accusers,  had 
been  repealed.  Raleigh  still  pressed  the  objec- 
tion, with  great  force  of  argument ;  on  which 
the  Earl  of  Salisbury  (one  of  the  commissioners 
on  the  trial),  referred  to  the  judges  for  their 
opinion,  whether  Lord  Cobham  ought  to  be 
brought  into  court  as  a  witness.  The  Chief 
Justice  said,  "  It  cannot  be  granted  ;  for, 
then,  a  number  of  treasons  would  flourish ; 
the  accuser  may  be  drawn  by  practice,  while 
P.  18.  he  appears  in  person.*'  Gawdy  J.  said,  the 
statute^  of  which  you  speak,  concerning  two 
witnesses  in  case  of  treason,  has  been  found 
inconvenient,  and  has  therefore  been  taken 
away."  "  But,**  observed  Raleigh,  "  the  com- 
mon  trial  of  England  is  by  jury  and  wit- 
nesses.** "  No,**  answered  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,   "  by  examination ;   if  three  conspire 
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a  treason,  and  they  all  confess  it,  though 
there  is  not  a  witness,  yet  they  are  con- 
demned.'*  And  another  judge,  Warburton 
J.  added,  **  Many  horse  stealers  may  escape, 
if  they  may  not  be  condemned  without  wit- 
nesses.** "  Where  the  accuser,*'  said  Ra- 
leigh,  "  is  not  to  be  had  conveniently,  I  agree 
with  you ;  but  here  my  accuser  may ;  he  is 
alive,  and  in  the  house.  Will  you  condemn 
an  innocent  man,  without  examination  or 
knowledge  of  the  truth  ?  Remember  it  is 
absolutely  the  commandment  of  God :  —  *  If 
a  false  witness  rise  up,  you  shall  cause  him  to 
be  brought  before  the  judges ;  if  he  be  found 
false,  he  shall  have  the  punishment,  which  the 
accuser  should  have  had.*  **  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice  concluded  the  argument  by  saying, 
"  There  must  not  such  a  gap  be  opened  for 
the  destruction  of  the  King,  as  would  be,  if  we 
should  grant  this.  You  plead  hard  for  y oursel  f ; 
but  the  laws  plead  as  hard  for  the  King.*' 

Raleigh,  in  his  defence,  solemnly  denied  Defence, 
the  truth  of  every  charge  and  imputation, 
which  Lord  Cobham  had  urged  against  him  ; 
he  denied,  that  he  ever  had  any  communication 
with  Aremberg,  either  through  Cobham  or  in  - 
any  other  manner;  he  denied  having  any 
conference  with   Cobham  on  the   subject  of 
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Arabella  Stuart,  or  that  her  name  had  ever 
been  mentioned  between  them.  He  was 
falsely  accused,  he  said,  by  Cobham,  from 
motives  of  revenge  and  malice,  because  he 
had  mentioned  to  the  privy  council,  when  he 
was  examined  before  them,  his  suspicions  of 
that  nobleman's  conference  with  Aremberg and 
Lawrency.  With  respect  to  the  book,  which 
he  was  charged  with  having  given  to  Lord 
Cobham,  he  said,  it  was  a  manuscript  book, 
which  he  had  originally  brought  from  the 
libraiy  of  the  old  treasurer  Lord  Burleigh, 
and  laid  among  some  of  his  own  pap.^s  on  his 
table,  whence  Cobham  had  taken  it ;  but  as 
'to  its  bein^  against  the  Kinir's  title,  he  had 
never  readlt,  or  shown  it,  ani  was  .  stnu>ger 
to  its  contents.  <<  Consider,''  said  he,  the 
^ability  of  the  King's  counsel,  and  ^^  my  dis- 
ability. They  prove  nothing  against  mC;: 
only  they  bring  the  accusation  of  my  Lord 
Cobham,  which  he  hath  lamented  and  re- 
pented  as  heaitily,  as  if  it  had  been  for  a 
horrible  murder ;  for  he  knows  that  all  this 
sorrow,  that  should  come  to  me,  is  by  his 
means.  Presumptions  must  proceed  from  pre- 
cedent or  subsequent  facts.  I,  that  have  al- 
ways condemned  the  Spanish  faction,  methinks 
it  is  a  strange  thing,  that  now  I  should  affect 
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it.  Remember  what  St  Austin  says:  <Sic 
judicate,  tanquam  ab  alio  mox  judicandi ;  unus 
judex,  unum  tribunal/  If  you  yourselves 
would  be  contented  to  be  delivered  up  to 
b.e  ^slaughtered,  —  to  have  your  wives  and 
children  turned  into  the  streets  to  beg  their 
bread ;  if  you  would  be  contented  to  be  so 
judged,  — judge  so  of  me.'*  Throughout 
the  whole  of  his  defence,  this  illustrious 
man  displayed  the  prompt  eloquence,  the  un- 
daunted spirit,  and  noble  deportment,  which 
had  so  eminently  distinguished  him  in  his 
better  days.  On  the  other  side,  his  accuser. 
Sir  Edward  Coke,  exhibited  a  style  and  man- 
ner, in  every  respect  the  reverse, — intempe- 
rate, illiberal,  low,  rancorous,  oppressive 
It  is  painful  to  reflect,  that  the  insulting 
terms, — monster,  vile  viper,  execrable  traitor, 
spider  of  hell,  damnable  atheist — were  some 
of  the  appellations  applied  in  a  court  of  jus- 
tice by  the  public  prosecutor,  to  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  men  in  the  kingdom ;  and 
still  more  painful  to  remember,  that  his  pro- 
secutor was  Sir  Edward  Coke,  to  whom  the 
laws  and  liberties  of  England  are  so  deeply 
indebted. 

The  jury  deliberated  not  a  quarter  of  an 
hour ;  and  returned  with  a  verdict  of  guilty^ 
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On  being  asked  the  usual  question,  whether  he 
had  anything  to  urge,  why  judgment  should 
not  pass  against  him,  he  answered,  "  My  lords, 
the  jury  have  found  me  guilty :  they  must  do, 
as  they  are  directed.  I  can  say  nothing,  why 
judgment  should  not  proceed.  You  see, 
whereof  Cobham  hath  accused  me.  You  re- 
'member  his  protestations,  that  I  was  never 
guilty.  I  desire  the  King  should  know  of  the 
wrongs  done  to  me,  since  I  came  hither." 
Judgment  of  death  was  then  pronounced, 
p.  31 .  Sir  Walter  Raleigh,  at  the  conclusion,  besought 
the  Lords  Commissioners,  to  be  suitors  on  his 
behalf  to  the  King ;  that,  from  regard  to  the 
high  offices  of  trust  and  estimation,  which  he 
held  under  the  crown,  the  rigour  of  the  judg- 
ment might  be  so  qualified,  that  his  death 
might  be  honourable,  and  not  ignominious. 
Remarks.  This  trial  furnishes  another  memorable  in- 
stance of  a  conviction  founded  on  evidence 
utterly  inadmissible.  With  the  exception  of 
the  paper,  produced  as  the  confession  of  Lord 
Cobham,  there  was  not  a  single  document  or 
statement  of  any  kind,  that  bore  even  the 
semblance  of  proof.  On  this  paper,  therefore, 
exclusively  must  the  conviction  be  understood 
to  proceed.  One  of  the  counsel  for  the  pro- 
secution   (Seijeant   Phillips)   fully  admitted 
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this.  "  Lord  Cobham/*  he  said,  "  confessed 
Sir  Walter  to  be  guilty  of  all  these  treasons. 
The  question  is  whether  he  be  guilty  as  join- 
ing with  him,  or  instigating  of  him?  The 
course  to  prove  this  was  by  my  Lord  Cob- 
ham's  accusation.  If  that  be  true,  he  is 
guilty :  if  not,  he  is  clear.  So  whether  Cob- 
ham  say  true,  or  Raleigh,  that  is  the  question.** 
Now,  the  first  and  most  obvious  objection  to 
the  admissibility  of  this  writing  (whether  it 
be  considered  as  a  deposition  or  confession, 
whether  taken  under  the  sanction  of  an  oath 
or  without  oath),  is,  that  it  was  merely  a  hear- 
say representation,  and  as  such  inadmissible. 
To  .receive  it,  in  either  character,  was  not 
only  contrary  to  the  principles  of  the  common 
law,  but  in  express  violation  also  of  the  statutes 
of  the  1st  of  Ed.  6.  and  5th  &  6th  of  Ed.  6.  j 
which  had  never  been  repealed,  although  long 
disregarded  by  the  j  udges  of  those  times.  The 
written  document  was,  in  truth,  neither  depo- 
sition nor  confession  ;  it  was  not  the  genuine 
language  of  Lord  Cobham  in  making  his  con- 
fession; but  manifestly  a  representation  by 
some  third  person  as  to  the  effect  and  residt  of 
Lord  Cobham's  statement.  Who  wrote  the 
contents  of  the  paper  —  on  whose  dictation  — 
what  was  the  mode  of  taking  the  examination 
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— what  the  questions^  and  what  the  answers— 
upon  all  these  important  points,  not  the  least 
information  was  given.  It  is  certain,  that 
the  writing  was  not  in  the  language  of  Lord 
Cobham  i  nor  was  it  proved  to  be  a  correct  and 
just  representation  of  what  he  stated  before 
the  privy  council.  The  circumstance  of  that 
nobleman  refusing  to  sign  the  paper,  until  he 
had  been  warned  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
that,  if  he  withheld  his  signature,  he  would  be 
guilty  of  a  contempt,  is  sufficient  to  excite 
strong  suspicion  of  the  falseness  of  the  state- 
ment i  and  what  makes  it  still  more  unworthy 
of  credit,  is  the  fact,  that  Lord  Cobham 
himself  afterwards  retracted  the  charge,  and 
fblly  acquitted  Raleigh  of  all  participation  in 
his  guilt  Having,  in  the  first  instance,  ac- 
cused Raleigh  from  a  strong  feeling  of  resent- 
ment, he  soon  after  solemnly  retracted  the 
accusation  as  false  and  unfounded.  The  terms 
of  his  written  retractation  are  strongly  ex- 
pressive of  remorse  j  and  it  is  difficult  to  ima- 
gine what,  but  a  sense  of  guilt,  could  induce  the 
writer  to  make  a  confession,  which  could  notfail 
to  prove  fatal  to  himself.  It  should  not  be  for- 
gotten, that  this  unprincipled  man,  who  appears 
to  have  been  no  less  weak  than  wicked,  af  iter 
retracting  his  accusation  of  Raleigh,  again. re- 
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tractedhis  recantation;  and  much  stress  was 
laid  upon  this,  by  the  counsel  for  the  crown, 
as  a  confirmation  of  the  original  story;  al- 
though, according  to  every  just  estimate  of 
character,  it  might  with  more  reason  be  con- 
sidered the  strongest  additional  ground  of 
suspicion. 

The  tragical  fate  of  Sir  Walter  Raleigh 
remains  to  be  told.  For  thirteen  years  after 
his  sentence  he  was  shut  up  a  prisoner  in 
the  Tower,  by  order  of  the  King ;  - —  "  And 
what  other  King,"  said  Prince  Henry,  "  would 
shut  up  such  a  bird  in  a  cage  ?"  It  was  after  this 
long  confinement,  thathe  submitted  to  the  King 
a  scheme  for  an  adventure,  which  he  proposed 
to  undertake  with  a  party  of  private  adven- 
turers to  the  coast  of  Guiana,  on  an  expedition 
for  the  discovery  of  gold-mines.  This  proposal 
was,  after  some  hesitation^  approved  and  ac- 
cepted. The  King  granted  him  a  commission, 
gave  him  the  sole  command  of  the  expedition, 
and  invested  him  with  the  absolute  authority 
of  martial  law  over  his  followers.  In  return  for  » 
this  the  King  was  to  receive  one-fifth  of  all 
the  gold  and  treasure,  which  the  adventure 
produced.  Unfortunately  the  scheme  entirely 
failed.  The  Spaniards,  having  received  early 
information  of  the  intended  expedition,  op- 
posed the  English  in  their  passage  up  the 
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river  Oronooko,  near  the  town  of  St  Thomas. 
The  adventurers,  irritated  by  this  opposition, 
stormed  the  town,  took  it  by  assault,  and  re- 
duced it  to  ashes.  This  rash  measure  was 
not  attended  with  any  favourable  result,  and 
served  only  to  excite  the  sufferers  to  a  more 
determined  resistance.  Sir  W.  Raleigh,  hav- 
ing lost  in  the  attack  his  eldest  son  and  some 
of  his  companions,  and  finding  the  rest  of  his 
party  dispirited,  resolved  at  length  to  return 
to  England.  The  adventurers  returned  with- 
out a  sight  of  the  promised  mine,  and,  what 
was  worse,  without  any  treasure  for  the  King. 
In  the  mean  time,  the  Spanish  Ambassador 
made  strong  remonstrances  to  the  King  against 
the  expedition,  as  a  piratical  attack,  and  de- 
manded justice  on  Raleigh  for  a  violation  of 
the  treaty  subsisting  between  the  two  nations. 
The  Spanish  faction  prevailed ;  the  King  se- 
verely censured  Raleigh,  and  a  proclamation 
was  issued  for  his  apprehension.  After  an  unsuc- 
cessful attempt  to  escape  out  of  the  kingdom, 
he  was  taken  soon  after  his  landing,  and  re- 
committed to  the  Tower.  Proceedings  were 
immediately  commenced  against  him.  It  was 
resolved  not  to  try  him  for  his  conduct  in 
America,  (the  only  course  that  could  be 
adopted  in  common  justice,)  but  to  take  away 
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his  life  on  tibie  old  judgment  of  fifteen  years' 
standing,  under  which  he  had  suffered  such  a 
protracted  imprisonment  A  warrant  under  p.  33. 
the  privy  seal  was  issued,  directed  to  the  judges 
of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  commanding 
them  to  proceed  against  him  according  to 
law*  J  thereupon  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was 
awarded,  and  Sir  Walter  Ealeigh  was  brought 
to  the  bar  of  the  King's  Bench.  There  he 
was  asked,  whether  he  had  any  thing  to  say, 
why  execution  should  not  be  awarded  against 
him  J  when  he  pleaded,  that  as  the  King  had 
granted  him  a  commission,  and  given  him  the 
power  of  life  and  death  over  his  feUow  subjects 
entrusted  to  his  command,  this  must  be  con- 
sidered, in  reason  and  in  law,  a  suspension,  if 
not  a  reversal,  of  the  judgment,  and  equivalent 
to  a  pardon.  In  support  of  this  argument,  he 
referred  to  a  case,  in  22  Ed.  S.,  reported  in 
Fitzherbert,  where  a  person,  who  had  been 
attainted  of  felony,  and  afterwards  held  a 
command  in  war  under  the  King,  on  being 
again  impeached  for  the  same  felony,  pleaded 
the  special  matter,  and  was  discharged.  The 
Chief  Justice  Montague  repUed,  that  the 
judges  had  well  considered  that  case;   and 

*  See  Button's  Rep.  21. 
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although,  perhaps,  in  a  case  of  felony,  a  par- 
don by  implication  might  be  sufficient,  it  was 
otherwise  in  treason,  and  nothing  less  than 
an  express  pardon  would  stay  the  execu- 
tion, [Note  C]  The  Chief  Justice  then 
pronounced  the  sentence  of  the  Court,  that 
execution  should  be  done  according  to  the 
first  judgment.  Raleigh  entreated,  that  he 
might  not  be  so  suddenly  cut  offi  "  I  humbly 
beseech  you,'*  he  said,  "to  grant  me  some 
time  before  my  execution,  that  I  may  settle 
my  a£^s  and  my  conacience.  I  beseech  you 
not  to  think,  I  crave  this  leisure  to  gain  one 
moment  of  life ;  for  now,,  being  old,  sickly,  in 
disgrace,  and  certain  to  die,  life  is  wearisome 
to  me  i  but  I  have  much  still  to  do  for  my 
reputation,  for  my  conscience,  and  my  loyalty. 
I  caU  on  God  to  be  my  judge,  that  I  have 
never  been  disloyal  to  my  King ;  and  this  I 
will  be  bold  to  justify  in  that  place,  where  I 
shall  not  fear  the  face  of  any  King  on  earth. 
And  so  I  beseech  you  all  to  pray  for  me."* 
Raleigh's  prayer  for  a  short  respite  of  the 
sentence  was  refused :  the  King,  on  the  same 


*  See  the  conclusion  of  Oldy's  life  of  Raleigh ;  and  the 
report  of  the  trial. 
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day  on  which  judgment  wad  pronounced, 
signed  a  warrant  for  his  execution ;  and  the 
execution  took  place  on  the  following  morn- 
ing.   [Note  D.] 

Such  was  the  fate  of  Sir  Walter  Raleigh, 
who  had  contributed  so  signally  to  the  glory 
of  the  English  nation  ;  eminently  accom- 
plished in  the  arts  both  of  war  and  peace,  an 
historian,  a  poet,  statesman,  philosopher,  and 
one  bf  liie  most  celebrated  captains  of  the  age, 
He  had  acquired,  at  the  close  of  his  life, 
the  greatest  popularity,  and  was  become  a  fa- 
vourite of  the  people.  They  sympathised  with 
his  adverse  fortune,  admired  the  heroic  spirit 
with  which  he  bore  his  Ungering  imprison- 
ment,  and  fondly  regarded  him  as  the  last 
of  the  great  captains  of  Elizabeth's  reign. 
One  of  his  contemporaries,  in  drawing  his 
character,  justly  and  eloquently  styles  him, 
"  that  rare  renowned  knight,  whose  fame 
shall  contend  in  longevity  with  this  island 
itself,  yea  with  that  great  world,  which 
he  historiseth  so  gallantly.''*  On  the  sub- 
ject of  Sir  Walter  Raleigh's  execution  there 
can  only  be  one  opinion,  —  that  it  was  in 


*  See  Howell's  Letter,  cited  in  page  57  of  the  trial. 
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the  highest  degree  unjust  and  crueL  The 
conviction  itself  was  extremely  hard,  not 
to  say,  illegal ;  and  so  sensible  of  this  was  the 
government,  that  his  life  was  in  consequence 
reprieved.  His  conduct  during  his  long  im- 
prisonment was  unimpeachable/  Even  his 
enemies  have  never  insinuated,  that,  from  the 
time  of  his  trial  to  the  moment  of  his  receiving 
the  royal  commission,  which  was  an  interval 
of  fifteen  years,  he  had  ever  done  a  single  act 
to  forfeit  the  clemency  by  which  his  life  had 
been  spared.  During  that  long  interval,  his 
loyalty  was  unsuspected ;  he  had  not  engaged 
in  the  politics  of  the  day,  nor  connected  him- 
self with  any  party  in  the  state ;  but  devoted 
his  days  and  nights  to  his  favourite  studies  of 
history  and  philosophy.  Such  nobleness  of 
character  deserved  a  pardon ;  at  least,  such  an 
imprisonment  was  enough  to  satisfy  the  de- 
mands of  justice.  If  afterwards  he  had  been 
guilty,  as  was  alleged,  of  some  misconduct, 
while  acting  under  the  royal  commission,  for 
this  he  was  amenable  to  the  laws  of  his  coun- 
try.  It  was  due  to  him,  and  to  the  public  not 
less,  that  the  charge  should  be  brought  for- 
ward openly  against  him,  and  that  the  accused 
should  be  put  upon  his   defence.     But  the 
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course  adopted  by  the  government,  in  taking 
away  his  life  on  a  stale  judgment  of  fifteen 
years*  standing,  was  equally  unjust  and  mean. 
For  while  they  professed  only  to  execute  the 
sentence  for  the  crime  of  higlj  treason,  their 
real  object  was  unquestionably,  in  compliance 
with  the  demands  of  the  Court  of  Spain,  to 
take  vengeance  on  him  for  some  alleged  mis- 
conduct in  South  America,  "  You  might  think 
it  heavy,**  said  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  Mon- 
tague, in  deUvering  the  judgment  of  the  Court, 
"  if  this  were  done  in  cold  blood,  to  call  you 
to  execution.  But  it  is  not  so.  For  fiew 
offences  have  stirred  up  his  Majesty's  justice, 
to  remember  to  revive  what  the  law  hath  for- 
merly cast  upon  you.**  With  those  new  of- 
fences, whatever  they  might  be,  he  was  never 
publicly  charged ;  yet  was  he  accused  without 
a  public  prosecutor,  and  condemned  without  a 
trial.  And  at  last  he  was  executed  for  the 
presumed  guilt  of  those  undefined,  untried  of- 
fences, on  the  old  judgment  of  high  treason,  for 
which  he  had  suffered  no  less  than  fourteen 
years*  imprisonment.   [Note  E.] 


80  THE   TRIAL   OF 


NOTES. 


Note  A.  p.  62. 

It  appears  from  what  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  Poptiam 
and  Lord  Salisbury  said,  that  Cobham  consented  to 
sign  it,  only  in  case  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  would  declare 
his  refusal  to  be  a  contempt;  and  that  upon  the  Chief 
Justice's  declaring,  it  would  doubtless  be  a  contempt 
of  a  high  nature,  he  signed  it.  A  few  years  after 
Raleigh's  trial,  an  instance  occurred  of  a  prosecution, 
for  a  contempt  of  this  nature.  The  Countess  of 
Shrewsbury  was  charged  with  being  guilty  of  a  con- 
tempt, in  refusing  to  subscribe  a  written  paper,  con- 
taining a  statement,  which  she  had  made  before  the 
privy  council,  respecting  an  afifair  in  which  she  had 
been  concerned.  She  pleaded  in  her  defence,  not 
that  the  signing  of  such  a  writing  might  tend  to  cri- 
minate herself,  but,  first,  that  she  had  made  a  vow 
not  to  Uisclose  any  thing  upon  the  points  in  question, 
which  vow  was  said  to  be  binding  upon  her;  secondly, 
her  privilege  of  peerage :  both  which  grounds  of  de- 
f^ice  were  adjudged  to  be  insufficient;  and  the  judges 
held,  that  the  refusal  to  sign  was  a  high  contempt, 
and  a^dnst  the  law  of  England.  (2  Howell,  770. 
12  Coke's  Rep.  95.)  On  the  authority  of  this  case,  it 
has  been    laid    down  generally,   that  a  refusal  to 
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ans^v^'  questions  proposed  by  tiie  privy  council,  kt 
relation  to  a  mattet  wherein  the  interest  of  the  state 
is  concerned,  is  a  contempt  against  the  King's  pre- 
rogative. (Hawkins,  b.  1.  ch.  22.  sect  4.)  In  the 
present  day,  an  exception  would  doubtless  be  allowed 
in  those  cases,  at  least,  in  which  the  person  might  by 
his  answer  criminate  himself.  It  is  a  well  estaUished 
principle  of  our  law,  that  no  person  is  compellable  to 
criminate  himself,  or  to  supply  any  information  which 
would  have  that  tendency.  But  this  first  principle 
of  justice  was  not  observed  in  the  earlier  periods  of 
our  history.  The  Duke  of  Norfolk,  it  may  be  remem- 
bered, was  compelled  to  answer  against  himself,^  on 
his  trial  for  high  treason.     See  supra,  p.  25. 

Note  B.  p.  66. 

The  Attorney  General,  Sir  Edward  Coke,  in  his 
opening  speech,  and  in  his  answer  to  Raleigh's  objec- 
tions, stoutly  maintained,  that  the  statute  of  5  Ed*  6; 
was  no  longer  in  force;  and  that  the  term,  ^Hawful 
accusers,"  in  that  statute,  was  used  in  contradistinc- 
tion to  ^^lawfid  witnesses/*  and  intended  only  to  mean 
^persons  speaking  by  report  J*  The  same  great  lawyer, 
in  a  later  period  of  his  life,  when  the  heat  of  political 
feeling  had  subsided,  and  he  was  writing  for  the  in- 
struction of  future  ages,  lays  it  down,  as  incontro- 
vertible, that  the  word,  "  accuser/*  must  be  taken,  in 
this  statute,  as  synonymous  with  *^  witnesses/*  and  that 
an  accuser  by  report  was  not  a  lawful  witness;  for 
this,  he  cites  a  resolution  of  all  the  judges  in  Lum- 
ley's  case,  in  the  14th  year  of  Elizabeth.  (See  3  Inst 
25.)  In  the  same  work  he  declares  his  opinion, 
that,  by  the  ancient  common  law,  a  single  witness 

VOL.  I.  G 
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was  not  sufficient  to  convict  a  person  of  high  treason, 
(which  opinion,  he  says,  is  fortified  by  writers  on 
English  law) ;  and  that  this  rule  of  our  common  law 
is  founded  on  the  law  of  God,  expressed  in  the  Old 
and  New  Testaments.  In  support  of  this,  he  refers  to 
a  passage,  which  Raleigh  had  in  vain  cited  at  hi& trial. 
Sir  £•  Cbke  further  shows  most  clearly,  that  the  sta- 
tutes of  1  Ed.  6.  and  5  Ed.  6.  had  never  been  re- 
pealed ;  and  concludes  with  these  remarkable  words, 
*^ Sic  Ubere  animam  meam  libercm**    (3  Inst.  27.) 

Note  C.  p.  76. 

See  2  Rolle  Rep.  50.  Cro.  Jac.  495.  The  report 
in  the  State  Trial  mentions  the  sentence  of  death  as 
having  been  pronounced  by  Lord  Oliief  Justice  Coke. 
But  this  seems  to  be  a  mistake.  It  appears,  from  the 
report  of  the  case  in  Croke,  that  Sir  Edward  Mon- 
tague was  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  at  this  time,  and 
that  he  pronounced  the  sentence. 

Note  D.  p.  77. 

A  deeply  interesting  account  of  Raleigh's  death  is 
given  in  the  notes  at  the  end  of  the  Trial ;  and  in  the 
Memoirs  of  the  history  of  James  I.,  by  Miss  Aikin, 
vol.  ii.  p.  104. 

Note  E.  p.  79. 

Hume  has  made  an  elaborate  defence  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  King  towards  Raleigh.  (See  note  1.  vol.  vi. 
of  his  history.)  The  facts,  upon  which  he  justifies  the 
King  and  condemns  Raleigh,  are  taken  altoge- 
ther from  a  statement   or  declaration  published  at 


SIR  WALT£R  RALEIGH.  83 

the  time  by  royal  authority.  This  statenient  he  con- 
siders a  document  of  undoubted  credit ;  representing 
it  to  have  been  subscribed  by  six  privy  councillors. 
But  it  certainly  is  not  true,  that  the  declaration  was 
so  subscribed  The  document  referred  to  is  pre- 
served in  the  Harleian  Miscellany,  voL  iii.  n.  2. ;  and 
will  be  foimd,  on  inspection,  not  to  bear  any  signature 
atalL  It  was,  in  truth,  nothing  but  an  argument  artfully 
and  well  written,  in  vindication  of  the  conduct  of  the 
King,  and  published  by  authority,  for  the  purpose 
of  justifying  the  execution  of  Raleip^h,    who  was 

of  Spain.  But  not  one  of  the  members  of  the  Fnvy 
Council  signed  it ;  nor  dqes  the  declaration  itself  pro- 
fess to  have  their  assent  6r  sanction. 
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Edmund  P£acham,  for  High  Treason, 

12  James  I.  1615.— 2  HcnoM^  870« 

John  Owen,  for  High  Treason, 

18  James  L  1615.— 2  i^cnne/^  879. 

Williams,  for  High  Treason, 

17  James  I.  1619.— 2  J%tt^2^  1086. 

Hugh  Pinje,  for  High  Treason^ 

4  Charles  I.  1628.— 3  HmeUy  359. 


These  four  cases,  which  are  all  of  the  same 
description,  may  be  conveniently  classed  toge* 
then  Although  in  themselves  they  possess 
httle  interest,  yet,  perhaps,  they  may  be 
thought  worthy , of  notice,  as  showing  the  tem- 
per of  the  times.  The  evidence  produced  in 
support  of  the  prosecutions  is  not  reported ; 
nor  are  any  particulars  of  the  trials  mentioned. 
The  report  suppUes  nothing  more  than  a  bare 
statement  of  the  charge,  and  the  decisions  of 
the  Judges, 

G  S 
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1.  Peacham's  Case. 
s  Howell,       Peacham  was  tried  for  high  treason  in  com- 

870,  ° 

passing  the  death  of  the  King.  The  overt- 
act»  charged  in  the  indictment,  was  the 
composing  and  writing  a  certain  treasonable 
libel.  The  passages,  said  to  be  treasonable, 
were  contained  in  a  sermon  of  the  prisoner, 
which  he  had  not  preached,  and  had  not  in- 
tended  to  preach.  He  was  convicted;  but 
not  executed.  "  Many  of  the  judges,"  says 
Croke*,  "  were  of  opinion,  that  this  was  not 
treason." 

The  case  of  Peacham  is  that  in  which  Lord 
Bacon,  then  Attorney  General,  exerted  himself 
so  unworthily,  to  procure  the  opinions  of  the 
Judges,  separate  and  apart,  previous  to  the 
trial :  a  proceeding,  which  Sir  Edward  Coke 
resisted,  as  ^<  a  species  of  auricular  taking 
of  opinions,  not  according  to  the  custom  of 
the  realm."    j^NoTC  AO 

S.  Owen's  Case. 

L^^^*^'  Owen  was  tried  for  the  same  species  of 
high  treason,  t  The  overt-act,  charged  in  the 
indictment,  was,  that  intending  the  death  of 

♦  Cro.  Car.  125. 

t  1  Rolle  Rep.  p.  185.  Godbolt,  263.  See  Letter  cxvL 
In  Lord  Bacon's  Works,  vol.  v.  p.  357.  8vd.  ed. 
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the  King  he  had  maliciously  said  of  the 
King,  "  The  King  being  excommunicated  by 
the  Pope  may  be  lawfully  deposed  and  killed 
by  any  one,  which  killing  is  not  murder/^ 
The  Attorney  General,  Sir  Francis  Bacon^  in 
his  opening  of  the  case,  cited  many  instances, 
in  which  the  speaking  of  seditious  words  had 
been  adjudged  to  be  treason.  The  prisoner 
was  convicted ;  and  judgment  was  passed 
upon  him  by  Lord  Chief  Justice  Coke,  with 
the  assent  of  the  whole  court.  Whether  he  was 
at  last  executed,  does  not  appear. 

3*  Williams's  Case. 

Williams  was  tried  on  a  charge  of  high  2  Howell, 
treason,  for  having  written  two  seditious 
books,  in  which  he  pretended  to  be  a  prophet, 
and  affirmed  that  the  King  would  die  in  the 
year  1621.*  The  judges  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  were  of  opinion,  that  he  was 
guilty  of  treason  ;  "  for,"  said  they,  "  the 
words,  written  by  the  prisoner,  imported  the 
end  and  destruction  of  the  King  and  of  his 
realm  ;  false  religion  is  here  maintained,  which 
is  a  motive  to  the  people  to  commit  treason 
and  rebellion."     And   Montague  C.  J.    ob- 

2  Rolle  Rep.  p.  88« 
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fiervedy  that  <*  treason  was  defined  to  be  crimen 
kssre  Majestatis ;  and  how  can  the  King  be 
more  hurt,  than  by  the  buzzing  of  such 
opinicMis  in  the. ears  and  hearts, of  the  people  ?'' 
The  prisone^r  in$isted,  that  the  matter  rested 
only  in  opinion  and  thought,  and  was  not 
carried  into  execution,  or  into  any  overt  act } 
and  that  he  had  so  secretly  conveyed  the 
book  to  the  King  in  a  sealed  box,  that  it  had 
not  been  seen  or  made  public.  The  court  re- 
plied, that  his  words  showed  a  traitorous  in** 
tention,  and  the  treason  was  in  the  intent, 
though  no  effect  might  follow;  that  in  this 
case  the  thought  and  intention  had  been  re- 
duced into  writing,  and  scribere  est  agere ; 
and  although  the  book  was  enclosed  in  a 
sealed  box,  it  neyertheless  manifested  the  trai- 
torous intention.  Williams  was  afterwards  ex- 
ecute4** 

4.  PmE^d  Case. 

0  Howdi,       Pine  was  indicted  for  high  treason,  in  imagin- 

^^^*         ing  the  death  of  tlie  King.t    The  overt  act 

charged  was  the  speaking  certain  seditious 

words,    9et  out  in    the  indictqient^    which 

reflected  on  the  King'a  want  of  good  sense. 


•  Cro.  Car.  126.  f  Cro.  Car.  117. 
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and  his  utter  unfitness  for  ruling  a  kingdom. 
The  words  had  been  used  by  the  prisoner,  in 
conversations  with  third  persons  respecting 
the  King.  In  this  case,  all  the  judges  were  as- 
sembled, for  the  purpose  of  considering,  whe« 
ther  the  speaking  of  the  words  amounted  to 
treason.  A  great  variety  of  cases  were  cited,  in 
which  the  speaking  of  seditious  words  had 
been  adjudged  to  be  treason.  But,  upon  consi- 
deration,  it  was  resolved  by  the  judges,  that 
the  offence  was  not  treason  within  the  statute 
of  Edward  III.* 

There  has  been,  in  former  times,  some  dif-  Rciaarks. 
ference  of  opinion  upon  the  question,  how  far  the 
writing,  or  speaking  of  seditious  words  would 
constitute  the  offence  of  treason,  within  the 
first  clause  of  the  25th  of  Edw.  3.,  relating  to 
the  compassmg  and  imagining  the  death  of 
the  King ;  of  which  compassing  and  imagining, 
it  is  to  be  reMembered,  the  accused  is  to  be 
attainted  of  open  deed.  With  respect  to  words 
spoken^  it  seems  to  be  now  settled,  on  the  best 
fluthoriti|g|s,  that  words  of  advice  and  persua- 
sion, to  engage  another  in  any  such  traitorous 


*  The  judges  gave  the  same  opinion  in  the  case  of 
Bastwick,  Burton,  and  Prynn,  13  C.  1.  See  3  Howell.  71 L 
jiote. 
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piiqject  or  design^  as  would  be  ^n  overt  act  of 
the  species  of  treason  above  described,  and 
all  consultations  for  such  traitorous  purpose, 
are  overt  acts  of  high  treason* ;  for  '<  they  sure 
uttered  in  contemplation  of  a  traitorous  pur- 
pose actually  on  foot  or  intended,  and  in  pro^ 
secution  of  such  purposef  j''  and  it  may  be 
added,  words,  spoken  in  prosecution  of  such 
a  traitorous  purpose,  may,  in  strictness,  be 
said  to  be  an  avert  Jait,  within  the  plain 
meaning  of  the  statute  of  treason.  But  mere 
words,  spoken  without  reference  to  any  act 
or  project  of  a  traitorous  nature,  are  not,  in 
themselves,  overt  acts  of  treason  t ;  the  utter- 
ing of  such  language  is  not  properly  speaking 
an  overt  fait ;  and  words,  in  general,  are  so 
often  apt  to  be  spoken  from  mere  passion 
without  deliberation,  and  are  so  liable  to  be 
mistaken,  perverted,  misremembered,  or  mis* 
reported,  it  would  be  highl/  unreasonable  / 
and  dangerous  to  make  loose  words,  of  the 
description  above  mentioned,  amount  to  a;n 
overt  act  of  high  treason.  §     The  argument  in 

*  Foster,  200.  Rep.  temp.  Holt,  681. 
t  Foster,  200. 

X  1  Hale,  P.  C.  114.  3.  Inst.  14.    Foster  200.  4  Black. 
Com.  80. 2  Salk.  632. 
§  4  Black.  Com.  80.  Foster  200. 
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support  of  the  contrary  doctrine»  (namely,  that 
bare  words,  of  themselves,  may  be  laid  as  an 
overt  act  to  prove  the  compassing  of  the  King's 
death,)  is  to  the  following  effect :  —  Words  are 
the  natural  way,  whereby  a  man  expresses  the 
imagination  of  his  heart ;  such  imagination  may 
be  expressed  by  words  spoken,  no  less  than 
by  words  written ;  and  if  it  be  proved  by 
any  means,  that  a  man  compasses,  or  imagines 
the  death  of  the  King,  it  is  high  treason; 
words,  therefore,  it  is  said,  may  be  laid  in  an 
indictment  as  an  overt  act.  [Note  B.]  This 
argument  proceeds  entirely  on  a  misunderr 
standing  of  the  term  overt  act.  "  Overt  acts," 
says  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  "  undoubtedly  dis» 
cover  the  man's  intentions ;  but,  I  conceive^ 
they  are  not  to  be  considered  merely  as  evi-* 
dence,  but  also  as  the  means  made  use  of  to 
effectuate  the  purpose  of  the  heart  Upon  this 
principle,  worfls  of  advice  or  encouragement, 
and,  above  all,  consultations  for  destroying  the 
King,  very  properly  come  under  the  notion^  of 
means  made  use  of  for  that  purpose*  But  loose 
words  not  relative  to  facts  are,  at  the  worst, 
no  more  than  bare  indications  of  the  malignity 
of  the  heart."  If  the  term  wert  act,  or  overt 
fait,  used  in  the  statute,  were  to  be  under* 
stood,  as  meaning  merely  the  demonstration 


9!t  pine's  case. 

of  the  intent)  it  would  undoubtedly  follow,  in 
point  of  reasoning,  that  bare  words^  though 
spoken  without  reference  to  any  act  or  thing 
done,  might  be  properly  laid  as  an  overt  act  of 
treason ;  but  if  that  term  is  to  be  understood 
to    include    not  only  the  demonstration  or 
evidence  of  the  intent,  but  also  the  means  em- 
ployed,  or  the  thing  done,  to  effect  that  intent, 
(and  this  appears  to  be  the  true  meaning, 
whether  the  term  is  construed  in  the  utmost 
strictness  of  language,  or  according  to  the 
probable  intention  of  the  legislature  in  using 
*    that  term,)  then, .  it  is  clear,  that  such  bare 
words  cannot  be  laid,  as  in  themselves  amount- 
ing to  an  overt  act.    But  although  they  are 
not  to  be  taken  as  absolutely  constituting 
an  overt  act,  they  are  always  evidence  of  the 
speaker's  intention  in  doing  any  act ;  and  in 
that   manner   may  render    an   act    (which 
might,  without  such  explanation,  appear  to  be 
harmless,)  a  sufficient  overt  act  of  treason.  In 
that  case,  however,  it  is  to  be  remembered, 
the  words  are  not  the  overt  act ;  but  the  tiling 
done,  which  may  be  properly  explained  and 
evidenced  by  the  words,  is  the  overt  act,  and 
ought  to  be  so  charged  in  the  indictment 

With  respect  to  words  written^  the  rule  laid 
down  by  the  best  writers,  appears  to  be  this : 
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Papers  and  letters,  written  in  prosecution  of 
a  treasonable  purpose  contemplated  by  the 
writer,  and  plainly  connected  with  such  pur- 
pose, are  overt  acts  of  treason,  although  they 
may  not  have  passed  out  of  the  writer's  pos- 
session ;  and  papers,  written  by  the  prisoner, 
and  plainly  referable  to  the  treasonable  prac- 
tices charged  in  the  indictment,  though  not 
published,  may  be  read  in  evidence  agamst 
him ;  but  writings,  not  so  referable,  are  not 
overt  acts  of  treason,  while  they  remain  un- 
published in  the  hands  of  the  writer,* 


♦  Foster  198.  1  Hale  P.  C.  118.    See  Sydney's  case 
infra,  ¥oL  2. 
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NOTES. 


Note  A.  p.  86. 

In  Lord  Bacon's  works^  voL  5.  p.  SS8.,  8vo,  edit, 
the  reader  will  find  a  string  of  interrogatories,  pre- 
pared for  the  examination  of  Peacham;  on  which 
interrogatories,  it  is  said,  *^  he  was  examined  befiure 
torture,  in  torture,  between  torture,  and  after  tor- 
ture.** 


Note  B.  p.  91. 

This  is  the  reasoning  in  one  of  the  resolutions  of 
the  Judges,  preparatory  to  the  trial  of  the  r^icides. 
See  Kelyng  Rep.  IS.  It  is  adopted  also  by  Serjeant 
Hawkins,  B.  1.  C^  17*  S.  38.  The  answer,  given  by 
Mr.  Justice  Foster,  is  irresistible. 
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THE  EARL  OF  STRAFFORD, 

ON  AN  IMPEACHMENT  OF 

HIGH  TREASON. 

16  Charles  I.  1640.  —  S  Hotoeff,  ISS2. -^Ruskwrth's 
Hut.  Cdl.  Yoh  B.   [NotbA.] 


The  impeachment  of  the  Earl  of  Strafford 
was  one  of  the  earliest  proceedings  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  on  the  opening  of  the 
long  parliament,  in  the  autumn  of  1640. 
During  the  parUament,  which  met  in  the 
spring  of  the  same  year,  the  House  had  com- 
plained of  evil  counsellors  about  the  King,  and 
had  thrown  out  some  not  obscure  hints  of  a  de- 
termination to  execute  speedy  judgment  upon 
them.*  But  all  proceedings  of  this  kind  were 
stopped  by  the  unfortunate  rupture,  which  took 
place  almost  immediately  between  the  King 

i , 

*  2  Pari.  Hist.  544. 557* 
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and*  the  Parliament  on  the  great  question  of 
supplies ;  the  Commons  requiring  a  full  redress 
of  grievances  in  the  first  ini^tance  before  any 
thing  else  could  be  done,  and  the  King  insist-^ 
ing  on  the  precedency  of  supplies  as  a  prior 
right.   The  King  disappointed,  and  ill-advised, 
in  an  evil  hour  suddenly  dissolved  the  Parlia- 
ment, before  it  had  sat  a  month.  The  Commons 
separated  in  ill  humour,  mortified  and  incensed ; 
but  not  without  a  feeUng  of  triumph  in  having 
successfully  resisted  a  peremptory  demand  of 
the  Crown.  "  A  greater  damp,**  observes  Lord 
Clarendon,  <<  could  not  have  seized  upon  the 
spirits  of  the  whole  nation,  tiian  this  disso- 
lution caused;   and  men  had  much  of  the 
misery  in  view,  which  shortly  after  fell  out. 
It  could  never  be  hoped,  that  more  sober  and 
dispassionate  men  would  ever  meet  together 
in  that  place,  or  fewer  who  brought  ill  pur- 
poses with  them ;  nor  could  any  man  imagine 
what  offence  they  had  given,  which  put  the 
King  upon  that  resolution.    It  was  observed, 
that  in  the  countenances  of  those  who  had 
most  opposed  all  that  was  desired  by  his  Ma- 
jesty, there  was  a  marvellous  serenity ;   nor 
could  they  conceal  the  joy  of  their  hearts ; 
for  they  knew  enough  of  what  was  to  come, 
to  conclude  that  the  King  would  be  shortly 
compelled  to  call  another  parliament,   and 
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they  were  as  suret  that  so  many  unbiassed 
men  .^ould  never  be  elected  again.'** 

The  time  was  now  come,  when  another  Par* 
liament  was  indispensable ;  for  the  exchequer 
was  drained,  the  resource  of  ship-money  had 
failed,  andloans  or  benevolences  were  not  to  be 
•  obtained  j  discontent  was  general  through  the 
kingdom,  the  northern  parts  openly  resisting 
the  government,  the  southern  approaching 
fast  to  the  same  state. .  In  this  state  of  affiiirs, 
the  new  Parliament  met  in  November  1640. 
Many  petitions  were  immediately  pi'esented, 
complaining  of  grievances,  particularly  of  the 
levying  of  ship-money.  And  the  ordinary  bu- 
siness of  the  House  was .  scarcely  finished, 
when  Pym,  in  a  long  and  elaborate  speech,  set 
forth  a  catalogue  of  national  grievances ;  and 
afler  paying  many  studied  compliments  to  the 
disposition  of  the  King,  whom  he  acquitted 
of  all  blame,  proceeded  to  examine  into  the 
cause  of  those  evils,  which,  it  was  said,,  had  re- 
duced both  Church  and  State  to  a  most  dis- 
mal and  deplorable  condition.  We  must 
enquiry  said  h^  from  what  fountain  these 
waters  of  bitterness  have  flowed ;  who  have 


*  Clarendon,  yol.i.  1S9. 

VOL.  I.  H 
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insinuated  themselves  into  the  royal  affectionsi 
and  cobtrived  to  pervert  his  excellent  judg* 
ment,  abuse  his  name,  and  wickedly  apply  his 
authority  to  the  support  of  their  own  corrupt  de*  ^ 
signs ;  and  though,  doubtless^  many  will  be  found 
who  have  contributed  their  endeavours  to  bring 
this  misery  on  the  nation,  yet  there  is  one  among 
them  preeminently  bad  j  a  man  of  great  parts 
and  contrivance,  and  indefatigable  in  accom* 
plishing  his  designs ;  one,  who  once  sat  in  this 
house  an  earnest  vindicator  of  the  kws,  and  a 
most  zealous  champion  of  the  liberties  of  the 
people.  But  now,  for  a  long  time,  has  he  turned 
apostate  tothose  good  affections,  and  in  the  true 
spirit  of  apoatacy  is  become  the  worst  enemy 
to  the  liberties  of  this  country,  and  the  most 
active  promoter  of  tyranny,  that  any  age  has 
produced*  That  enemy  is  the  Earl  of  Strai-> 
fbrd»  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  in  the  north* 
In  each  of  those  capacities^  and  in  every  pro* 
^ce  wbere  his  servioee  have  been  employed, 
he  has  raised  ample  monuments  of  his  tyranny, 
and  been  the  principal  author  and  promoter 
of  all  those  counsels,  which  have  exposed 
the  kingdom  to  so  much  ruin.*  [Note  B.] 


Utmmm 


•  Cloreiitlon,  toI.  !•  171. 
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Several  other  speakexs  also  inveighed  bit- 
terly against  him ;  and  the  result  of  the  de- 
bate was  an  unanimous  resolution  to  impeach 
the  Earl  of  Strafford  of  high  treason  and 
other  crimes  and  misdemeanors.  A  mes- 
sage, announcing  this  resolution,  was  imme^ 
diatdy  carried  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  j 
and  that  House,  in  compliance  with  the  desire 
of  the  Commons,  ordered  Lord  Strafford,  who 
was  present,  into  the  custody  of  the  Gentleman 
Usher ;  and  sequestered  him  from  Parliament, 
till  he  should  clear  himself  from  the  charge. 
He  attempted  to  offer  something  in  his  de« 
fence,  but  was  not  allowed  to  speak,  and  im- 
mediately he  was  led  away  in  custody  through 
a  crowd  of  people ;  *♦  all  gazing,  none  capping 
to  him,  before  whom,  that  morning,  the  great- 
est in  England  would  have  stood  uncovered,*** 

The  House  of  Commons,  having  engaged  to 
present  articles  of  impeachment,  appointed  a 
select  committee  to  prepare  them,  and  to 
manage  the  evidence  at  the  trial  The  com- 
mittee was  composed  of  the  following  memr 
bers:  Pym,  Hampden,  Hollis,  Lord  Digby. 
Stroud,  Sir  Walter  Eaile,  Selden,  St.  John, 


*  2  Pari.  Hist.  7S4.    8  Howell,  SU  Tr.  1985. 
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Maynard,  Whitelock,>  Palmer,  Glyn.*  They 
acted  under  a  strict  injunction  of  secrecy ; 
and  proceeded  with  such  dispatch,  that  the 
articles  were  framed  within  less  than  a  fort> 
night.  The  Commons  at  first  presented  to 
the  Upper  House  seven  articles  of  impeach- 
ment; reserving  to  themselves  the  right  of 
presenting  any  fi-esh  articles,  according  to  the 
course  of  Parliament,  as  they  might  think  ex- 
pedientt  These  seven  articles  were  as  fol- 
lows :  — 
Articles.  I.  That  Thomas  Earl  of  Strafford  hath 
traitorously  endeavoured  to  subvert  the  fun- 
^  damental  laws  and  government  of  the  realms 
of  England  and  Ireland,  and  instead  thereof 
to  introduce  an  arbitrary  and  tyrannical  go- 
vernment against  law,  which  he  hath  declared 
by  traitorous  words,  counsels,  and  actions,  and 
by  giving  His  Majesty  advice,  to  compel  by 
force  of  arms  his  royal  subjects  to  submit 
thereto. 

II.  That  he  hath  traitorously  assumed  to 
himself  regal  power  over  the  lives,  liberties, 
persons,  lands,  and  goods  of  His  Majesty's 
subjects  in  England  and  Ireland,   and  hath 


•  Whitelock'sMem.  p.41.    f  Rushw.  8, 9.  SHowell,  li8& 
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exercised  the  same  tyrannically  to  the  sub- 
version arid  undoing  of  many,  both  of  Peers 
and  others  of  His  Majesty's  liege  subjects. 

III.  That  the  better  to  enrich  and  enable 
himself  to  go  through  with  his  traitorous  de- 
signs,  he  hath  detained  a  great  part  of  His 
Majesty's  revenue,  without  giving  any  legal 
account;  and  hath  taken  great  sums  out  of 
the  Exchequer,  converting  them  to  his  own 
use,  when  His  Majesty  wanted  money  for  his 
own  urgent  occasions,  and  his  army  hath  been 
a  long  time  unpaid. 

IV.  That  he  hath  traitorously  abused  the 
power  and  authority  of  his  government,  to  •• 
the  encreasing,  countenancing,  and  encourag- 
ing of  Papists,  that  so  he  might  settle  a 
mutual  dependence  and  confidence  between 
himself  and  that  party,  and  by  their  help  pro- 
secute and  accomplish  his  malicious  and  ty- 
rannical designs. 

V.  That  he  hath  maliciously  endeavoured 
to  stir  up  enmity  and  hostility  between  His 
Majesty's  subjects  of  England  and  those  of 
Scotland. 

VI.  That  he  hath  traitorously  broke  the 
'  great  trust  reposed  m  him  by  His  Majesty,  of 

Lieutenant-General  of  his  army,  by  wilfully 
betraying  divers  of  His   Majesty^s  subjects 

H  3 
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to  death,  his  army  to  a  dishourable  defeat  by 
the  Scots  at  Newborne,  and  the  ruin  of  New- 
castle  into  their  hands,  to  die  end,  that  by 
the  effusion  of  blood,  by  dishonour,  and  so 
great  a  loss  as  that  of  Newcastle,  His  Ma- 
jesty's realm  of  England  might  be  endan- 
gered in  a  national  and  irreconcilable  quarrel 
with  the  Scots. 

VI L  That  to  preserve  himself  from  being 
questioned  for  these  and  other  his  traitorous 
courses,  he  laboured  to  subvert  the  right  of 
Parliament,  and  the  ancient  course  of  parlia- 
mentary proceedings,  and  by  false  and  ma- 
licious slanders  to  incense  His  Majesty 
against  Parliament.  By  which  words,  coun- 
sels, and  actions,  he  hath  traitorously,  and 
contrary  to  his  allegiance,  laboured  to  alienate 
the  hearts  of  the  King's  liege  people  from  His 
Majesty,  to  set  a  division  between  them,  and 
to  ruin  and  destroy  His  Majesty's  kingdom. 
For  all  which  they  impeach  him  of  High  Trea- 
son against  our  sovereign  Lord  tlie  King,  his 
crown,  and  dignity. 

These  articles  being  of  a  very  gei^^al 
and  indefinite  nature,  others  were  afterwards 
drawn  up,  twenty-eight  in  number,  extremely 
prolix,  and  containing  a  multiplicity  of  dis- 
tinct chargesii     On  the  presentment  of  the 
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latter  set^  of  articles,  the  Earl  of  Strafford 
was  brought  before  the  House ;  and  the  ar'» 
tides  were  read  to  him  on  the  SOth  of  Janu* 
ary.  They  consisted  of  not  less  than  two 
hundred  sheets  of  paper ;  and  some  of  the 
alleged  treasons,  charged  in  them,  were  of 
fourteen  years'  standing.  Lord  Strafford  was 
then  directed  to  prepare  a  speedy  answer. 
He  entreated  the  House  to  consider  the  exr 
treme  difficulties,  which  he  had  to  encounter 
in  answering  charges  so  multifarious,  and 
spreading  over  such  an  extent  of  time ;  and 
as  the  space  of  three  months  had  been  con- 
wmed  by  the  House,  in  collecting  evidence  and 
preparing  the  articles  against  him,  he  prayed 
that  the  same  portion  of  time  might  be  air 
lowed  him  for  preparing  Wb  answer.  espedaUy 
as  th^  matter  affected  his  fortune  and  even 
his  life.  This  was  opposed  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  at  length  the  Lords,  aider  some 
cUfficulty,  granted  him  time  till  the  24th  of 
February.-^  Lord  Strafford  was  then  com- 
mitted  for  trial,  and  sent  to  the  Tower. 

The  Lords  had  before  ordered,  that  the 
members  of  their  house,  when  examined  as 
witoesses,  should  be  examined  on  oath,  and  that 

*Whitolock%M€m.4il. 
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the  proceedings  should  be  secret.  They  now 
ordered,  in  compliance  with  an  ^plicatibn  of 
the  Lower  House,  that  such  members  as  wfere 
privy  counsellors  should,  if  required,  submit 
to  be  examined  upon  oath.*  Lord  Strafford 
petitioned  the  House,  that  he  might  be  al- 
lowed to  call,  on  his  trial,  some  of  the  Peers, 
whom  he  named  as  his  witnesses ;  but  the 
House  refused  to  make  any  order  upon  this 
point,  and  left  the  Peers,  named  by  Lord 
Strafford,  to  their  own  discretion,  to  act  as 
they  thought  fit,  provided  they  did  aot  give 
offence  to  the  House,  t 

A  question  arose  before  the  trial>  affecting 
the  privileges  of  Bishops,  whether  they  could 
properly  attend  in  agitatiane  comas  sanguinis. 
Lord  Clarendon  intimates,  that  the  objection 
to  their  presence  was  first  suggested,  and 
strenuously  insisted  on  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 1:  Rushworth's  Narrative  seems  to  show, 
that  the  Bishops  themselves  first  felt  some  scru- 
ples. §  It  is  certain,  they  voluntarily  with- 
drew from  the  House  before  the  reading  of  the 
EarPs  answer,  and  took  no  part  in  the  subse- 
quent proceedings ;  at  the  same  time,  ihey 


•  2  Pari.  Hist.  797.  7S9.   f  RuAw.  40.    t  Vol.  i.  216. 
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made  a  protestation,  that  their  absence  j^ould 
not  prejudice  them  in  this  or  any  other  privi^ 
lege  belonging  to  them  as  spiritual  Peers  of 
Parliament.*  The  Earl  of  Arundel  and 
Surrey  was  appointed  to  preside  at  the  trial 
as  Lord  High  Steward  of  England,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Lord  Keeper.  Lord  Clarendon 
mentions,  that  he  was  appointed  to  that  [of- 
fice by  tiie  House  of  Lords ;  but  tiiis  circum- 
stance is  not  noticed  by  Rushworth  or  White- 
lock,  nor  does  it  appear  in  tixe  Parliamentary 
History. 

The  histories  of  these  times  dwell  with  great 
particularity  on  the  solemnity  of  the  trial,  and 
the  magnificence  of  the  preparations.  ''  Much 
time,''  says  Lord  Clarendon,  '<  was  spent  in 
consideration  of  the  manner  of  the  trial."  t 
"  Never  was  there,"  says  Whitelock,  "  a  more 
solemn  and  majestic  tribunal."  The  greatneise 
of  the  trial,  remarks  another  writer,  every  way 
answered  the  high  station  and  emplo}rments, 
into  which  he  had  been  advanced,  and  the 
lofty  designs  which  he  had  managed.  The 
book  of  his  Ufe,  from  the  time  of  his  admission 
into  the  cabinet  of  his  Prince's  council,  was 
exposed  to  the  world's  view;  and  the  most 
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pmfound  knowledge  of  the  lawB  of  our  couik 
try,  the  sharpest  wit,  the  deepest  wisdom  of 
the  kii^dom,  were  employed  to  scan  and 
measure  all  his  actions.*  A  private  gal* 
lery,  beside  the  chair  of  state,  was  prepared 
fi>r  IJie  use  of  the  King  and  Queen,  from 
which  they  might  command  a  full  view  of  the 
assembly,  and  hear  all  that  passed  at  the  trials 
yet  remain  themselves  unseen,  t  It  was  ob* 
served,  that  the  King  did  not  fail  to  attend 
on  eveiy  day  of  the  trisd.  And  here  might 
he  see  displayed  that  dignity  and  serene  com- 
posure of  mind,  which  at  no  very  distant 
period  and  in  the  same  place  were  st^  more 
eminently  exhibited  to  the  world  in  his  own 
person. 

The  trial  commenced  on  the  morning  of  tiiie 
Sed  of  March,  l640.t  At  the  meeting  of  the 
Court,  the  prisoner  was  led  to  the  bar  by  Sir 
William  Balfour,  the  Lieutenant  of  the  Tower. 
The  Lord  High  Steward  addressed  him  in  a 
few  words,  stating,  that  he  was  called  bef<^e 
the  Lords  in  Parliament,  to  be  tried  upon  an 
impeachment  presented  to  them  by  the  Com- 
mons House  oi  Parliament  in  the  name  of 
themselves  and  all  the  Commons  of  Englaod: 

*  Ilushw.  Pref.  if.        f  Rushir.  Pref.  ii.    Clarendon, 
¥oKi.  218«         t  Xuahwr.  101. 
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$Xkd  that  the  Lords,  his  Judges,  were  resolved 
tx>  hear  both  the  accusation  and  the  defence 
with  all  equity.  He  then  directed  that  the 
articles  of  impeachment  and  the  answer  of  the 
prisoner  should  be  read.  This  occupied  the 
whole  of  the  first  day. 

On  the  following  morning,  Pym  <^ened  the 
first  artide,  with  an  introductory  speed,, 
''  rhetorical  and  smart,''  and  then  proceeded 
to  lay  before  the  House,  the  evidence  m  sup^ 
port  of  die  charge.  • 

The  first  cuiicle  charged^  that  the  Earl  of  Art.  i. 
Stra£brd  on  the  Slstday of  March,in  theeightibi 
year  of  the  reign  of  the  King,  was  President  of 
the  Council  in  the  northern  parts  of  England, 
appointed  by  Commission  under  theGreatSeaJ, 
in  which  CommissicHi  certain  powers  and  au** 
thorities  were  appointed  and  limited  to  him  and 
the  other  Commissioners :  tibat  by  this  Commis- 
sion die  Commissioners  were  authorised  and 
directed  to  hear  and  determup^i  as  well  accord* 
ing  to  the  course  of  proceeding  in  the  Coint 
of  Star  Chambea:,  as  also  by  the  coarse  of 
proceeding  in  the  Court  of  Chancery;  that  the 
foirmer  Fresidaits  <3f  the  Council  had  never 
put  in  pradice  the  instructions  contakied 

*  Rushw.  61,  109.   Whitelocky  42* 
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in  this  Commission,  nor  had  they  any  such 
instructions,  yet  that  the  Earl  of  Strafibrd  had 
put  them  in  practice,  and  had  exercised  exor- 
bitant jurisdiction  in  the  northern  parts ;  that 
the  Commission  and  its  instructions  were  pro- 
cured and  issued  by  his  advice  and  solicitation ; 
that  he  procured  further  instructioniSi  to  be 
given,  by  which  it  was  declared,  that  no  pro- 
hibition should  be  granted,  except  in  cases  in 
which  the  Council  exceeded  their  jurisdic- 
tion ;  and  afterwards,  in  the  thirteenth  year  of 
the  reign,  procured  a  new  Commission  for 
himself  and  others,  containing  the  same  in- 
structions, with  some  additions  which  were 
unlawful.* 

Several  witnesses  were  called  by  the  mana- 
gers in  support  of  this  charge.  The  two  first 
witnesses  were  examined,  as  to  the  arrest  of 
their  father,  who  had  been  arrested  in  Lon- 
don by  order  of  the  Council  of  York,  be- 
fore the  appointment  of  Lord  Stra£ford  as 
President:  and  from  their  evidence  it  ap- 
peared, that,  on  that  occasion,  the  legality  of 
the  arrest  being  questioned.  Lord  Straffi)rd  fell 
on  his  knees,  and  besought  the  King,  that  he 
might   leave    his    service,    unless  he    were 

*  Rushw.  1S8. 
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authorised  to  pursue  any  delinquent,  who 
should  affix>nt  the  Court,  beyond  the  precincts 
of  his  jurisdiction,  and  take  him  back  to  an- 
swer for  his  misconduct.  The  third  witness 
spoke  of  a  prohibition,  to  stop  certain  proceed- 
ings in  the  Court  at  York ;  and  stated,  that 
the  Lord  President  declared  in  Court,  that 
"  he  would  not  obey  the  prohibition,  and  that 
if  any  person  brought  a  prohibition,  he  would 
lay  him  by  the  heels;  that  it  was  a  cause 
which  concerned  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court 
of  York,  and  no  private  man  should  end  it ; 
that  he  would  go  to  London,  and  acquaint  the 
Judges  with  it,  and  if  they  did  not  remand  the 
cause  back  again,  he  would  appeal  to  the  King.' ' 
Lord  Strafibrd  protested  in  his  defence,  that 
he  had  not  solicited  or  procured  the  Commis- 
sions, nor  was  he  in  any  way  privy  to  them :  and 
as  to  the  execution  of  them,  that  he  had  not 
done  a  single  act,  as  President  of  the  Council. 
And  it  was  proved,  on  his  behalf,  that  the  first 
Commission  was  renewed  in  the  regular  and 
usual  manner :  that  he  was  at  York  only  a  few 
months  after  its  issuing ;  that  he  returned  to 
London,  and  thence  proceeded  to  Ireland ; 
that  he  did  not  return  to  York  for  three 
years,  and  did  not  do  any  act  as  President 
after  the  Commission  issued  in  the  eighth 
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year  of  the  reign ;  nor  ever  aat  as  Preeident, 
after  the  date  of  that  Commission. 
Alt.  2.  The  second  article  charged*,  that  the  Earl  of 

Strafford,  in  the  eighth  year  of  the  reign  of  the 
King,  being  President  of  the  Council  of  York, 
declared  publicly  at  the  assizes,  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  Justices  then  sitting  in  Court, 
that  some  of  the  Justices  were  all  for  law,  and 
nothing  would  please  them  but  law ;  but  they 
should  find,  that  the  King's  little  finger  should 
be  heavier  than  the  loins  of  the  law. 

One  witness  stated,  that  the  Earl  of  Strafibrd 
uttered  these  words,  in  1632,  as  he  stood  at 
the  bar  of  the  Court.  Another  stated,  that  he 
spoke  the  words,  sitting  on  the  bench,  in 
'  1632  or  1633.  The  deposition  of  a  third  wit- 
ness, then  deceased,  was  to  the  same  effect. 
But  not  one  of  these  witnesses  explained  the 
subject  matter  to  which  the  words  related,  nor 
did  any  one  know  the  occasion  of  speaking 
them. 

Lord  Strafford  entered  fhlly  into  this 
charge,  and  explained,  in  a  very  natural  and 
probable  way,  the  language  used  by  him,  de- 
claring that  hid  words  were  quite  the  re- 
verse, and  that  he  said,  '<  the  little  finger 
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of  the  law  was  heavier  than  the  King's 
loins."  Two  witnesses  also  distinctly  proved 
this ;  one  of  tbem»  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  a  man  of  the  highest  character. 
Upon  this,  the  managers  proposed  to  call 
other  witnesses,  for  the  purpose  of  proving  the 
words ;  to  which  Lord  StraflTord  objected;  but 
the  objection  was  over-ruled.  A  witness  was 
called,  against  whom  Lord  Strafford  objected, 
that  he  was  at  that  time  in  the  Fleet  Prison, 
under  a  sentence  of  the  Star  Chamber,  at  his 
suit;  but  this  was  properly  held  to  be  an 
insufficient  exception.  He  asserted,  that  Lord 
Strafford  had  used  the  words ;  but  on  an  occa^ 
sion,  which  seemed  highly  improbable.  And 
another  witness,  who  proved  the  same  words, 
could  not  say  any  thing  as  to  the  occasion.  Lord 
Strafford  insisted,  that  the  words,  if  spoken, 
would  not  amount  to  treason  — and  as  they 
had  passed  so  long  ago,  and  had  not  been 
complained  of,  they  could  not  now  be  justly 
brought  forward  as  the  subject  of  a  charge 
against  him ;  and  he  solemnly  protested,  that 
he  had  not  uttered  such  words,  but  words  of 
a  very  di^rent  and  innocent  meaning.  The 
managers,  however,  claimed  the  judgment  of 
the  Lords  upon  this  article ;  having,  as  they 
insisted,  five  witnesses  ag^st  two. 
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Art. 9.  The  third  article  charged*,    that  the  Earl 

of  Strafford,  being  Lord  Deputy  of  Ireland, 
and  intending  the  subversion  of  the  funda- 
mental laws  of  that  kingdom  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  people,  did,  in  the  ninth  year 
of  the  reign  of  the  King,  declare  in  a  public 
speech,  that  Ireland  was  a  conquered  nation, 
and  that  the  King  might  do  with  it  what  he 
pleased ;  and  speaking  of  charters  granted  in 
former  times  to  Dublin,  said,  they  were  worth 
nothing,  and  bound  the  King  no  farther  than 
he  pleased. 

Two  witnesses  proved,  that  Lord  Strafford 
used  such  language,  addressing  himself  to  the 
Recorder  and  Corporation  of  Dublin,  on  the 
presentation  of  the  new  Lord  Mayor.  And 
three  other  witnesses  stated,  that  they  had 
heard  Lord  Strafford  in  Parliament  describe 
the  people  of  Ireland  as  a  conquered  nation. 

Lord  Strafford  in  his  defence  maintained, 
that  the  kingdom  of  Ireland  was  governed  by 
customs  and  statutes,  by  the  execution  of  mar- 
tial law,  and  by  the  proceedings  at  the  Council 
Board,  in  a  manner, entirely  different  from  the 
laws  of  England ;  and  that  the  charters  alluded 
to  were  void  in  point  of  law,  and  good  only  at 
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the  pleasure  of  the  King ;  and  that  the  ac^ 
quisition  of  Ireland  had  been  called  by  the 
legislature  a  conquest,  and  some  of  the 
Kings  of  England  had  been  described  as 
conquerors  of  Ireland.  Then  protesting 
against  being  called  upon  to  answer  on  a 
sudden  for  words  spoken  so  many  years  back, 
and  not  at  the  time  complained  of:  —  "  Er- 
rors," said  he,  "  I  may  have  many ;  it  may 
be,  my  tongue  has  been  too  free;  my  heart, 
perhaps,  has  lain  too  near  my  tongue ;  but 
God  forbid,  that  every  word  should  rise  up 
in  judgment  against  me.  If  every  word  that 
is  spoken  amiss  should  be  observed,  who  is 
able  to  endure  it  ?  That  words  spoken  ten, 
twelve,  eight,  or  nine  years  ago,  should  be 
brought  in  judgment  against  me,  it  is  a  very 
hard  case.  I  beseech  Your  Lordships  to  turn 
liie  case  inwards,  and  tell  me,  if  it  be  not  a  hard 
case  to  be  put  upon  such  an  examination." 

Lord  Strafford  was  anxious  to  produce  in 
his  defence  the  testimony  of  Sir  George  Rat- 
cliffe,  who  had  been  in  his  confidence,  and 
was  intimately  acquainted  with  all  the  mea- 
sures of  his  Irish  administration.  But  this 
was  objected  to  by  the  managers,  on  the 
ground  that  Sir  George  Ratcliffe  stood 
charged  with  high  treason,  as  a  confederate 

VOL.  I.  I 


114  THE   TRIAL   OF 

with  Lord  Strafford.  And  the  Peers  deter- 
mined, that  Sir  George  Ratcliffe  could  not 
be  examined.*  ,  Strictly  speaking,  the  objec- 
tion against  the  witness  was  not  a  legal  ob- 
jection to  his  competency.  It  was  the  common 
practice,  at  all  times,  to  receive  the  evidence 
of  accomplices  in  support  of  prosecutions ; 
and  if  such  were  competent  witnesses  against 
a  prisoner,  they  would  not  be  incompetent 
as  witnesses  for  the  prisoner.  By  this  de- 
cision Lord  Strafford  was  deprived  of  the 
most  important  evidence  in  his  defence. 

All  communication  between  Lord  Strafford 
and  Sir  George  Ratcliffe  had  been  cut  off  by 
an  order  of  the  House  of  Commons,  very 
soon  after  Lord  Strafford's  commitment  to  the 
Tower,  and  a  full  month  before  any  articles 
were  presented  against  Sir  George  Rat- 
cliffe.t  And  though  articles  of  impeachment 
were  afterwards  presented  against  him,  charg- 
ing him  as  a  confederate  with  Lord  Strafford, 
it  does  not  appear  that  any  further  proceed- 
ing took  place  upon  those  articles.  There,  is 
some  ground,  therefore,  for  giving  credit  to 
the  reflection  of  Lord  Clarendon,  that  the 
charge  against  Sir  George  Ratcliffe  was  in 
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truth  only  made  for  the  purpose  of  disabling 
him  from  giving  evidence  in  Lord  Strafford's 
behalf.*  Lord  Clarendon  adds,  "  all  or  most 
of  the  other  persons,  who  were  in  any  trust 
with  the  Earl,  and  so  privy  to  the  grounds 
and  reasons  of  the  counsels  there,  and  only 
able  to  make  those  apparent,  were  accused 
by  the  House  of  Commons  in  that  kingdom 
of  high  treason,  under  the  general  impeach- 
ment of  endeavouring  to  subvert  the  funda- 
mental laws  of  that  kingdom,  and  to  intro- 
duce an  arbitrary  power,  which  served  the' 
turn  there,  as  it  had  done  here,  to  secure 
their  persons,  and  remove  them  from  the 
councils.^t 

The  fourth  article  charged  J,  that  the  Earl  Art.  4. 
of  Cork  had  sued  out  process  for  the  recovery 
of  his  possessions,  from  which  he  was  excluded 
by  colour  of  an  order  of  the  Earl  of  Straf- 
ford and  the  council-table,  on  a  paper-petition 
without  legal  proceeding ;  and  that  the  Earl  of 
Strafford,  in  the  1 1th  year  of  the  reign  of  the 
King,  threatened  the  Earl  of  Cork  to  imprison 
him,  unless  he  would  stay  his  suit,  declaring, 
at  the  same  time,  that  neither  law  nor  lawyers 
should  dispute  or  question  his  orders.    It  fur- 

*  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  214?.        t  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  215. 
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thef  charged,  that  in  the  same  year  the  Earl 
of  Strafford,  speaking  of  an  order  of  the 
council-table,  made  in  the  reign  of  King 
James,  concerning  a  lease  claimed  by  the 
Earl  of  Cork  in  certain  rectories  or  tithes, 
(which  order  the  Earl  of  Cork  alleged  to  be 
of  no  force,)  declared,  that  he  would  make 
the  Earl  and  all  Ireland  know,  that  so  long  as 
he  had  the  government,  any  act  of  state,  made 
or  to  be  made  in  Ireland,  should  be  as  bind- 
ing on  the  subjects  of  that  kingdom  as  an  act 
of  parliament.  This  article  further  charged, 
that  he  on  other  occasions  arrogated  to  him- 
self a  power  above  the  fundamental  laws  and 
established  government  of  that  kingdom. 

Lord  Ranelagh,  who  was  called  to  speak 
to  the  course  of  proceedings  at  the  council- 
table,  prior  to  Lord  Strafford's  time,  stated 
that  he  had  been  acquainted  with  the  pro- 
ceedings for  twenty-two  years,  and  the  prac- 
tice was,  that  if  title  to  land  came  into  ques- 
tion, it  was  commonly  dismissed  from  the 
board,  with  an  order  to  have  it  tried  by  the 
course  of  the  common  law;  and  that  he 
never  knew  matter  of  title  determined  at  the 
council-board,  except  in  causes  of  the  church, 
or  of  the  plantations.  Lord  Strafford  desired 
that  the   witness  might  be   asked,    whether 
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it  Was  not  common  with  himself,  as  President 
of  Connaught,  to  decide  on  paper-petitions, 
like  the  deputy.  But  the  Lords  resolved,  that 
he  could  not  properly  be  examined  on  that 
point,  as  it  tended  to  an  accusation  of  him«- 
self.  This  resolution  would  not  be  approved 
at.  the  present  time.  Lord  Ranelagh  did 
not  claim  the  interposition  or  protection  of 
the  court,  or  refuse  to  answer ;  and  the  pro- 
posed question  had  not  any  such  obvious  ten- 
dency as  was  imputed  to  it.  Lord  Strafford 
was  thus  prevented  from  entering  into  an 
inquiry  of  the  utmost  importance  to  him  in 
his  defence* 

The  Earl  of  Cork  stated,  that  he  had  been 
in  possession  of  a  rectory  and  tithes  for 
thirty-five  years  as  tenant  of  the  crown,  and 
that  the  Earl  of  Strafford  presented  to  this 
rectory  one  who  had  been  his  coachman's 
groom  ;  upon  which  the  witness  commenced 
a  suit  against  the  person  so  presented,  for  the 
recovery  of  the  tithes.  That  the  Earl  of  Straf- 
ford sent  for  him,  and  commanded  him  to  call 
in  his  writ,  and  stop  his  suit,  otherwise  that 
he  would  commit  him  to  the  Castle  ;  adding, 
that  he  would  not  suffer  his  orders  to  be  dis-» 
puted  by  law,  nor  by  lawyers.  He  further 
stated,  that  a  bill  had  been  preferred  against 
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him  in  the  Star-Chamber,  after  Lord  Straflford 
had  come  to  the  government,  for  taking  a 
lease  from  a  rector  for  a  longer  term  than 
the  incumbent's  life,  which  was  charged  to 
be  in  violation  of  an  act  of  state :  he  sub- 
mitted to  the  Earl  of  StraflTord,  that  he  had 
taken  the  lease,  from  charity  to  the  incum- 
btent,  at  the  express  desire  of  the  bishop,  and 
that  the  act  of  state,  which  was  made  in  the 
time  of  King  James,  had  never  been  pub- 
lished ;  that  the  Earl  of  Strafford  answered, 
"  I  tell  you,  my  Lord,  as  great  as  you  are,  I 
will  make  you  and  all  the  subjects  of  Ireland 
know,  that  any  act  of  state  made,  or  to  be 
made,  shall  be  as  binding  upon  you  and  the 
subjects  of  Ireland  during  my  government  as 
an  act  of  parliament/'  This,  said  Lord  Cork, 
was  about  five  years  before  the  trial. 

Two  other  witnesses  gave  an  account  of 
another  legal  proceeding,  which  occurred 
about  three  years  before  the  trial,  in  the 
course  of  which  Lord  Strafford  had  declared, 
that  an  act  of  the  Council-board  should  be  as 
good  as  any  act  or  statute,  —  or  spoke  words 
to  that  effect. 

Lord  Kilmalloch  also  stated,  that  he  had 
heard  Lord  Strafford  use  similar  language  at 
the  council-table,  some  four  or  five  years  be- 
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fore  the  trial ;  and  that  he  had  heard  Sir 
George  RatclifFe,  *who  was  Lord  Strafford's 
echoj  speaking  in  parliament  in  Ireland,  in 
the  10th  year  of  the  King,  (which  was  no  less 
than  fifteen  years  before  the  trial,)  on  a  par- 
ticular occasion,  when  a  bill  had  beeh  just 
rejected  by  the  House  of  Commons,  declare, 
"  It  was  all  one :  he  would  have  an  act  of 
state  for  it,  which  should  be  as  binding  as 
an  act  of  parliament."  This  hearsay  by  echo 
was  a  strange  species  of  evidence,  and  quite 
^novel  in  a  court  of  justice ! 

Sir  Pierce  Crosby  stated,  that  the  Earl  of 
Strafford,  on  his  first  arrival  in  Ireland,  said 
at  his  dinner-table,  in  the  presence  of  several 
persons  of  high  rank,  that,  if  he  lived,  he 
would  make  an  act  of  state  to  be  of  equal 
power  with  an  act  of  parliament ;  that  Ireland 
was  a  conquered  nation,  and  the  conqueror 
.  should  give  the  law ;  and  that,  if  any  person 
should  rise  or  except  against  such  act  of  state, 
he  would  lay  him  by  the  heels. 

In  answer  to  this  article.  Lord  Strafford 
called  Lord  Dillon  to  speak  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  councU-table.  The  witness  stated, 
that,  in  the  times  of  former  deputies,  before  the 
arrival  of  Lord  Strafford,  the  Lord  Deputy  and 
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council  proceeded  in  all  causes  of  plantations, 
and  of  the  church,  by  petition,  answer,  and 
examination  of  witnesses,  upon  oath,  as  in 
other  courts  of  equity  j  that  it  was  the  prac- 
tice to  make  acts  of  state  at  the  council- 
board,  on  account  of  the  scarcity  of  parlia- 
ments, to  be  a  supplement  to  acts  of  the  leg- 
islature )  that  he  had  heard  the  judges  call 
mere  acts  of  state  a  kind  of  law  of  the  land ; 
that,  for  contempt  of  these  acts  of  state  or 
proclamations,  parties  were  attached,  and,  on 
proof  of  the  contempt,  were  sometimes  fined, 
sometimes  imprisoned,  according  to  the  de- 
gree  of  offence  supposed  to  be  committed. 
Sir  Adam  Loftus  proved  nearly  the  same 
facts«  The  managers  then  admitted,  that  the 
council-board  had  jurisdiction  of  matters  of 
plantation  and  of  the  church,  but  insisted, 
that  it  was  not  a  court  of  record. 

The  order  in  Lord  Cork's  case  was  pro- 
duced, for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the 
council-table  had  jurisdiction  of  the  cause, 
as  a  cause  relating  to  the  church.  Another 
witness  for  the  defence  stated,  that  he  had 
been  well  versed  in  the  course  of  proceed- 
ing in  causes  before  the  council-table,  hav- 
ing known  it  for  many  years  before  the  Earl 
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of  Stxafibrd's  time ;  and  that  the  council  nsed 
to  issue  injunctions  in  causes,  of  which  it 
had  cognizance,  before  any  bill  filed.  But  the 
managers,  on  the  other  side,  insisted,  and  ap. 
parently  with  good  reason,  that  the  cause  of 
the  Earl  of  Cork  was  not  a  cause  of  the 
church,  as  he  was  lay-impropriatOf,  claim- 
ing his  right  from  the  crown  under  the  stst- 
tute  of  dissolution.  ^ 

The  managers,  in  reply,  called  Lord  Cas- 
tlehaven,  for  the  purpose,  as  they  said,  of 
taking  off  the  aspersions  cast  dri  Sir  Pierce 
Crosby.  He  stated,  that  he  remembered  a 
difference  between  Sir  Pierce  Crosby  and  Lord 
Strafford,  but  not  the  occasion  of  it  j  and, 
as  well  as  he  could  recollect,  Lord  Strafford 
said,  an  act  of  state  was  equal  to  an  act  of 
parliament.  The  managers  desired  to  ex- 
amine one  other  witness,  which  was  objected 
to  by  Lord  Strafford,  as  not  regular.  The 
Peers,  however,  having  adjourned  to  consider 
fhe  point,  decided  that  the  witness  might  be 
examined ;  and  this  on  the  ground,  that  the 
matter  arose  from  what  had  been  offered  in 
the  defence.  The  witness  stated,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  having  rejected  a  biU 
brought  forward  by  the  government,  Lord 
Strafford  informed  the  Commons,    that  he 
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would  make  that  bill,  as  well  as  others,  acts 
of  state,  or  what  should  be  as  good. 

The  managers  considered  the  evidence  of 
Lord  Castlehaven  to  be  some  justification  of 
Lord  Cork's  testimony.  But  no  part  of  this 
evidence  in  reply  would  be  now  admitted  in 
our  ordinary  courts  of  justice.  The  evidence 
of  the  witness  might  have  been  properly  in- 
troduced in  the  first  instance,  and  was  ad- 
missible in  chiefj  not  in  replt/.  Lord  Straf- 
ford had  not  called  any  witness  to  impeach 
the  character  or  veracity  of  Sir  Pierce  Cros- 
by ;  evidence,  therefore,  in  vindication  of 
his  character,  would  have  been  wholly  ir- 
relevant. And  the  evidence  of  Lord  Cas- 
tlehaven had  not  any  bearing  or  effect  in 
vindication  of  character,  but  was  altogether 
of  a  different  description,  though  it  was  on 
this  footing  that  the  managers  offered  it 
in  reply.  With  regard  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  evidence,  that  relating  to  the  words 
alleged  to  have  been  addtessed  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  contained  new  matter  and 
a  new  charge,  against  which  Lord  Strafford 
had  not  any  opportunity  of  defending  him- 
self.  According  to  the  principles  now  es- 
tablished  in  our  ordinary  courts  of  justice. 
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all  this  evidence,  which  was  offered  in  re- 
ply, would  be  rejected  as  utterly  inadmis- 
sible ;  and  the  receiving  of  it,  on  this  trial, 
could  not  be  justified. 

The  fifth  article  charged*,  that  the  Earl  of  Art  s. 
Strafford  on  the  12th  December,  1635,  in  a 
time,  of  full  peace,  procured  a  sentence  of 
death  to  be  given  by  a  Council  of  War  against 
Lord  Mountnorris,  a  peer  of  Ireland,  with- 
out any  warrant  or  authority  of  law,  for  an 
offence  not  deserving  any  such  punishment. 
This  article  also  charged,  that  Lord  Strafford, 
without  any  legal  proceedings  or  trial,  gave 
and  caused  to  be  given  a  sentence  of  death 
against  some  person,  whose  name  was  then 
unknown,  and  caused  him  to  be  put  to  death 
in  execution  of  the  sentence,  t 

The  sentence  against  Lord  Mountnorris  was 
produced  and  read,  bearing  date  in  Decem- 
ber, 1635.  It  recited  a  letter  from  the  King, 
dated  in  July  preceding,  commanding  that  a 
Council  of  War  should  be  summoned,  to  in- 
quire into  certain  words  alleged  to  have  been 
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f  As  Lord  Strafford  was  entirely  clear  of  this  last 
charge,  and  there  is  not  the  least  ground  of  suspicion 
against  him,  the  evidence,  offered  on  this  part  of  the  aF-« 
tide,  is  not  here  noticed^ 
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spoken  by  Lord  Mountnorris,  a  captain  in  the 
army,  exciting  revenge  against  Lord  Straf- 
ford, .  the  Lord  Deputy  and  Lord  General ; 
and  further  commanding  that  Lord  Mount- 
norris  should  undergo  such  censure  as  the 
Council  of  War  might  impose  for  the  Lord 
Deputy's  full  reparation.  It  then  stated,  that 
a  Council  of  War  had  been  held,  and  set  forth 
the  charge  against  Lord  Mountnorris,  to  the 
effect  following :  that  one  of  the  servants  of 
the  Lord  Deputy,  at  the  Presence  Chamber, 
had  happened  to  hurt  the  Lord  Deputy's  foot 
in  moving  a  stool,  and  this  incident  being 
mentioned  at  the  table  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, one  of  the  party  observed  to  Lord  Mount- 
norrisi  that  the  person  who  had  done  it  was 
his  kinsman^  upon  which  Lord  Mountnorris 

m 

answered  publicly  and  in  a  contemptuous 
and  scornful  manner,  "  that,  perhaps,  it  was 
done  in  revenge  of  that  public  affront,  which 
he  (Lord  Mountnorris)  had  received  from 
the  Lord  Deputy,  but  that  he  had  a  brother 
who  would  not  have  taken  such  revenge/'  The 
sentence  then  proceeded  to  state  the  proofs 
of  the  words,  and  that  Lord  Mountnorris  sub- 
mitted himself  to  the  Council,  protesting  that 
he  had  not  intended  any  hurt  to  the  Lord 
Deputy's  person,  and  that  he  would  die  rather 
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than  give  him  any  occasion  for  rebuke.  It 
further  declared,  that  the  words  were  a 
calumny  to  the  Lord  Deputy  and  Lord  Gene- 
ral, and  an  incitement  to  revenge  ;  and  that 
the  same  words,  if  spoken  of  the  King,  would 
amount  to  high  treason  ;  moreover,  that  the 
words  were  spoken,  when  the  Lord  Deputy 
had  the  honour  to  be  apparelled  with  the  robes 
of  majesty  and  sovereignty,  while  part  of  the 
army  was  in  motion,  and  in  the  presence  of  the 
Lord  Deputy  and  Lord  General;  that  they 
were  a  breach  of  an  Article  of  War,  by  which 
it  was  ordered,  that  no  man  should  speak  any 
disgraceful  words  of  any  person  in  the  army, 
upon  pain  of  imprisonment,  disarming,  &c.  j 
and  also  in  breach  of  another  Article,  which 
commanded,  that  none  should  offer  violence 
or  contempt  to  his  commander,  or  do  any 
act,  or  speak  any  word,  to  breed  mutiny 
in  the  army,  or  to  impeach  the  obeying 
of  the  principal  officer,  upon  pain  of  death. 
The  adjudicating  part  of  the  sentence  was, 
that  the  Council  unanimously  adjudged  Lord 
Mountnorris  to  be  thereafter  deprived  of  all 
places  and  command  in  the  army,  to  be  dis- 
armed, banished  from  the  army,  and  disabled 
from  ever  bearing  office,  and  to  be  shot  to 
death,  or  lose  his  head,  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
General. 
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This  sentence  being  read,  Lofd  Mount- 
norris  was  called  to  give  evidence  of  what 
had  passed  before  the  Council  of  War.  He 
stated,  that  on  the  12th  of  December, 
1635,  he  attended,  in  pursuance  of  a  sum- 
mons, at  a  Council  of  War  held  before  the 
Lord  Deputy  in  the  Council  Chamber.  Many 
members  of  the  Council,  and  captains  of  the 
army,  were  assembled ;  but  none  knew,  upon 
what  business  they  had  been  summoned. 
After  some  delay,  the  Lord  Deputy  appeared, 
and  commanded  them  to  be  seated.  Lord 
Mountnorris  took  his  seat  as  Vice-Treasurer. 
The  Lord  Deputy  informed  the  Council,  that 
he  had  convened  them,  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  him  right  and  reparation  against  Lord 
Mountnorris ;  and  complained  of  some  words 
spoken  by  that  nobleman  in  the  preceding 
April,  which  he  read  from  a  written  pa- 
per. He  then  demanded  of  Lord  Mountnor- 
ris, whether  he  would  confess  or  deny  the 
words.  The  latter  requested,  that  the  charge 
might  be  reduced  into  writing,  and  that  he 
might  be  allowed  to  answer  with  the  advice  of 
counsel.  "  That  is  not  the  course  of  a  martial 
court,"  answered  the  Lord  Deputy  :  "  you 
must  answer  directly.**  Lord  Mountnorris 
several  times  renewed  his  request,  and  the 
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Lord  Deputy  as  often  refused  it,  insisting, 
that  he  must  inmiediately  answer,  whether  he 
would  confess  or  deny.  Two  or  three  of  the 
Council  said  something  to  the  same  eflect. 
The  Lord  Deputy  commanded,  that  Lord 
Moore  and  Sir  Robert  Loftus  should  be  called, 
in ;  who  affirmed,  that  the  words,  contained 
in  the  written  paper,  had  been  spoken  by 
Lord  Mountnorris.  "  What  can  you  say  now," 
said  the  Lord  Deputy,  "  since  the  words  are 
proved  to  your  face.*'  The  accused  solemnly 
protested,  that  he  had  never  spoken  the  words^ 
as  he  could  prove  by  witnesses ;  and  desired,, 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  (at  whose  table  they 
were  alleged  to  have  been  spoken)  and  the 
Judge  Martial,  and  nearly  twenty  others,  might 
be  summoned  to  give  their  testimony  in  his 
behalf.  But  the  Lord  Deputy  peremptorily  re- 
fused this  reasonable  request ;  and  desired  Sir 
Robert  Loftus  to  take  his  seat  as  one  of  the 
Judges.  The  accused  was  ordered  to  withdraw; 
and  being  shortly  afterwards  called  in  again> 
was  required  to  kneel  as  a  delinquent.  The 
Lord  Deputy  then  commanded  one  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Council  to  pronounce  the  sentence; 
which  was  accordingly  done.  The  Lord  De- 
puty made  a  speech,  not  without  many  invec- 
tives against  the   accused,  concluding  with 
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saying,  that  <<  nothing  now  remained  to  be 
done,  if  it  were  his  pleasure,  but  to  cause  the 
Provost  Martial  to  do  execution  ;'*  adding,  at 
the  same  time,  that  '<  for  matter  of  life,  he 
would  supplicate  His  Majesty.'*  Lord  Mount- 
norris  was  immediately  committed  to  prison, 
under  the  sentence,  and  remained  there  for 
six  days,  when,  his  Ufe  being  in  great  danger, 
he  was  released  on  giving  security.     As  soon 
as  his  health  was  in  some  degree  restored,  he 
was  again  summoned  by  the  Lord  Deputy  be- 
fore the  Council-table,  and  a  criminal  inform- 
ation exhibited  against  him  in  the  Star  Cham- 
ber. After  this,  he  was  re-committed  to  prison 
for  three  weeks,  by  order  of  the  Lord  Deputy. 
On  being  questioned  again  respecting  the  time 
of  his  confinement,  he  said,  "  I  was  first  com- 
mitted on  the  1 2th  ofDecember ;  let  go  the  1 8th 
to  my  house ;  committed  again  on  the  11th  of 
April }  put  out  the  2d  of  May :  I  was  then  ia 
great  extremity,  and  admitted  to  my  house 
again,  where  I  lay  in  a  long  continuing  sick- 
ness, under  the  hands  of  physicians.    And  on 
the  30th  of  January  following,  because  I  sued 
not  out  for  pardon,   was  imprisoned  again, 
and  there  continued  till  March,  1637.*' 

The  next  witness  was  Lord  Dillon,  one  of 
the  members  of  the  Council.    He  confirmed 
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the  account  before  given  by  Lord  Mountnor- 
ris,  as  to  the  circumstances  which  had  passed 
before  the  Council  of  War,  and  stated,  in  ad- 
dition, that  the  Lord  Deputy  required  the 
Council  to  proceed  on  both  Articles  of  War ; 
that  the  members  of  ihb  Council,  in  giving 
their  votes,  professed  to  give  them  in  confi- 
dence that  mercy  should  be  extended  to  Lord 
Mountnorris ;  and  ^hen  the  votes  were  taken. 
Lord  Strafford  stretched  forth  his  arm,  pro- 
testing, he  had  rather  have  his  arm  cut  ofl^ 
than  that  Lord  Mountnorris  should  lose  a  hair 
of  his  head,  or  a  drop  of  his  blood,  and  that 
he  would  write  to  the  King  to  supplicate  him 
for  mercy.  Lord.  Strafford  did  not  vote ;  but 
when  Lord  Mountnorris  was  withdrawn.  Lord 
Strafford  continued  in  his  place;  and  after  he 
had  set  forth  the  injuries  done  to  himself^  he 
left  the  afl&ir  to  the  CouncU.  He  stated  also, 
on  being  called  up  a  second  time,  that,  on  the 
reading  of  the  sentence,  in  the  Star  Chamber, 
Lord  Straflford  declared  it  Was  a  noble  and  just 
sentence,  4and  that-  for  his  part  he  would  not 
give  up  his  share  of  the  honour  in  the  business. 
;  Lord  Ranelagh,.  another  member  of  the 
Council,  confirmed,  by  his  statement,  the  evi- 
dence of  LfOrd  Mountnorris.  He  stated  also, 
that  he  had  humbly  applied  to  the  Lord  De- 
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fuiy^0  know,  whetSier  llie  Conntil-m^ht 
waive  either  af  the  Articles  of  Wat ;  tp  which 
.the  l^d  D&paty,  answered, .  tbftt  he  deiniJiiided 
jiutice  on  both  artides,  and  would  npt  allow 
then)  to  proceed  according  to  the  Kin^nlefh 
t^  for  reparatioQ*  O9  being  Bsii^  whether 
the  prpCeedJAg  took  pjiace  in  the  time^  of  fiA 
peace,  the  witness  an^swered,  ib»t  ft  W113  a 
jl^me  of  very  fuQ  and  happy  p^^acQ.: 
..  Lord  3tmfford  catted  witned^es  in  his  de- 
^ce  s^ainst  this  chaige#  Ix^rd  Wihnot,  a;  Ge- 
neiial;  in  l^e  anyly,  proved,  th4t  the  Articles  ctf* 
;  Wi»r,  and  orders  for  rc^&ting  the  aiAiy, .  ob- 
^rVed  in  Lord  Strafford's  time, were  the  same. 
M  those  in  the  times  of  his  predecessors ;  that 
jnartial  law  was  so  common  in  Ireland,  and 
fSd  lijbde  oflfeusive,  that  the  oogimon  law  tocA: 
cHO  exception  to  it ;  but  that  ihis  law  had  beeti 
^used  so  €^ringly,  that  he  never  knew  smy 
rp€$rs(m,»ecuted  under  it  in>tiine  of  peacd.  . 
,  Sir  Adam  Loftus;  proved,  that  at  all  times* 
^aince  he  Ispuld  remember,  martial  Uw  had 
j>een  enforced  in  Ireland :  biit  he  never  knew 
fifmy  persons  executed  linder  it,  excepting  re- 
Jiels  imd  outlaws.  LordDillon  proved  the  same. 
.;  Sir  Robert  Farrer,  one  of  the  members  of 
,the  Council  ^  W^,  proved,  that  Locd  StraC- 
.iSntd  declined  giving  any  judgment  at  the 
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jtouflteil^'  and  informed  the  member&h  Uiat  they 
mtt»t  not  regard  him^  but  ecmsider  ike  case 
according  to  tb^  o^^  opinion*  He  stated 
further,  that  he  did  not  kpow  the  business 
ftr  yfMxh  they  were  assembled^  till  the^  mee&> 
ing  took  plaoe. 

.  After  Lord  Strafford  finished  his  defence  to 
thk  artide,  the  managers  called  the  Earl  of 
£1)F  to  explain  the  proceedings  of  the  Mar.- 
shal's  court;  which,  regularly,  should  have 
been  explained  in  the  first  instance,  before 
the  managers  had  closed  their  evidence  cat 
thk^  part  of  their  case.  Ub  stated,  that  the 
Lord  Deputy,  or  Governor  of  the  kingdom, 
always  held  a  commission  of  martial  law ;  that 
|he  exercise  of  this  law  was  twofold,  one 
part  of  it  summary,  the  other  plenary.  Th^ 
summary  part  was  committed  to  the  Frovostr 
Ifeurshal,  who  searched  for  the  rebels  and 
kernes  concealed  in  the  wood :  and  when  these 
were  apprehended,,  they  were  hanged  on  the 
jaext  tree.  With  regard  to  the  plcoiary  part, 
.there  were  three  considerations,  of  time,  place, 
aad  perscHis.  The  time,  must  be  that  of  war ; 
the  place,  in  the  field;  the  persons,  such  as 
are  subject  to  the  rule  of  naartial  law.  The 
proceeding  was  thus :  on  complaint  made 
against  a  person  appearing,  an  information 
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\Fas  drawn  up  in  writing,  witnesses  produced,^ 
BXkd  their  evidence  reduced  into  writing  ;  then 
the  sentence  was  pronounced  for  or  against  tfa^ 
accused,  and,  in  case  of  condemnation,  a 
'warrant  directed  to  the  Prbvost-Martial  to 
execute  the  judgment. 

in  addition  to  this  evidence,  the  instructions 
iJrawn  up  by  Lord  Falkland,  a  former  Lord 
Deputy,' were  produced,  which  directed,  that 
^uch  as  should  be  brought  to  trial  at  law,  should 
not  be  executed  by  the  MJarshal,  except*  in 
ijme  of  war  and  rebellion. 
Art.  6.  '  The  sixth  article  charged*,  that  the  Eiarl  of 
^traffor^,  without  any  legal  proceedings,  and 
on-  a  paper-petition  of  one  Rolstone,  caused 
Lord  Moiintnorfis  to  be  disseized  and  put 
ofut  of  possession-  of  his  freehold  and*  inherits 
aiice  of  his  manor  of  Tymore. 

In  support  of  this  charge  it  was  proved, 
that  the  Lord  Deputy,  with  the  aissistance  of 
tfie  LordChief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  in 
Ireland,  had  made  a  decree  for  giving  pos- 
session of  certain  lands  therein  mentioned  to 
Rolstone  ;  that  Lord  Mountnorris  was  put 
out'  of  possession,  and-  that  the'  lands  were 
given  up  under  the  decree.    This,  the  manager 
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observed,  was  assuming  a  lurisdictioh  in 
questions  of  land  without  any  former  pre? 
cedent. 

Lord  Strafford  insisted,  in  his  defence,  that 
hehad  not  eis^ceeded  his  jurisdiction,  and  only 
exercised  a  power  which  had  been  long  ex- 
ercised by  his  predecessors.  He  desu'ed,  thaj; 
his  commission  and,th.e  instructions,,  formerly 
given  by  King  Japies,  might  be  read^u  The 
former  gave  him  authority  only  to  proceed 
secundum  comtcettcdines  terras;  by  the  latter 
the  deputy  and  council  were  prohibited  froni 
meddling  with  common  business  within  th^ 
cognizance  of  ordinary  courts,  and  from  al? 
tering  possession  of  land,  and  from  making 
private  orders  and  hearings,  and,  from t  making 
injunctions  to  stop  any  civil.  suitSi  "  Th^ 
shows,"  said  Lord  Strafford,  "that,  before  these 
instructions  were  given,  the  Lord,  l)eputies 
exercised  the  power  of  altering  the  possession 
of  land,  together  with  the  other  powers  men^ 
tioned  in  the  letter/* 

Lord  Strafford  then  called^  as  witness,  H. 
Dillon,  who  gave  general  evidence  of  paper- 
petitions  preferred  in  tlie  times  of  former 
Deputies,  as  well  for  land  as  for  debts.  Lord 
Dillon  was  also  called  to  speak  to.  the  same 
facts ;   but  his  evidence  failed,  and  he  was 
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obl^d  to  admit,  that  he  had  not  known  any 
one  before  Lord  Strafford  proceed  on  petition^ 
for  land. 

A  letter  from  the  King  to  Lord  Straflford^ 
containing  directions  for  bis  conduct^  was 
tead.  This  letter,  after  reciting  the  instruc- 
tions given  by  King  James,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  to  uphold  the  power  of  judica- 
ture formerly  exercised  by  the  Lord  Deputies^ 
especially  for  the  relief  of  poor  persons,  au« 
thorised  the  Lord  Deputy  (notwithstanding 
any  former  direction,  proclamation,  or  re- 
straint), to  hear  and  determine  such  causes  as 
l^hould  be  brought  before  him,  according  to 
the  power  of  former  deputies,  yet  not  to  meddle 
with  tities  of  freehold,  except  in  cases  of 
equity ;  but  to  refer  tide  of  freelhold  to  its 
proper  judicature. 

The  decree  against  Lord  Mountnorris  was 
also  read}  after  which  Lord  Strafibrd  observed, 
that  the  order  was  made  for  relief  of  a  poor 
man,  against  an  act  of  violence  by  Lord 
Mountnorris;  that  in  making  the  decree  he 
had  the  assistance  of  two  very  learned  judges  ^ 
and  that  the  decree  was  in  every  respect  just 
and  equitable. 

The  managers  gave  evidence  in  reply,  as  to 
the  practice  of  former  Lord  Deputies.    Lord 
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Coikf  Lord  Runelagh,  Sir  Adam  IJoSm,  and 
1^6  Earl  of  Bath^  all  of  whom  had  be&n  mem- 
b«|$  of  the  council  about  thirty  years  before 
LordStn^ord'stime,  stated^  thattbey  had  never 
known  the  Lord  Deputy  alone  determine  sa^ 
matter  of  land  in  equity  or  otherwise,  exc^ 
in  cases  of  the  church  orof  tibe  plantations;  thai 
the  Lord  Deputy  had  proceeded  alone>  in  caseft 
eideU^  for  the  relief  of  poor  persons,  but  not 
in  cases  of  land.  And  they  impeached  thi 
credit  of  one  of  Lord  Straffiird's  witnesseift 
(H.  Dillon),  by  proving  a  written  acknowle^j^ 
ment  made  by  him,  in  whidh  he  confessed^  that 
lie  had  declared  some  untruths  before  th^ 
bouncil-board,  and  expressed  his  contrition^ 
-  After  this  article  the  managers  passed  omt 
the  seventh,  and  were  proceeding  to  the  lattei* 
]iart  of  the  eighth,  when  Lord  Straffi>rd  de- 
clared himself  unable  any  longer  to  endure  tb^ 
fatigue  of  the  day,  "  Turn  your  eye  inwards,'' 
eaid  he^  <<  look  into  the  recesses  of  your  own 
hearts,  anid  then  judge,  whether  you  will  nojt 
allow  a  respite  for  a  few  short  hour^  in  so 
'  wdghty  a  cause,  which  involves  my  liffe,  my 
lionour,  the  fate  of  my  children,  and  ail  \ 
have.''   Upon  this  the  Court  adjourned. 

The  latter  part  of  the  eighth  article,  which     Art  s. 
was  the  only  part  insisted  on  by  the  managers, 
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charged,  that  a  petition  had  been  exhibited  to 
the  Earl  of  Strafford,  by  Thohias  Hibbots,' 
against  Dame  Mary  Hibbots  *;  that  the  Earl 
of  Strafford  recommended  the  petition  to 
the  council-table,  when  the  greater  part  of  the 
council  gave  their  vote  and  opinion:  for  the 
lady ;  but  the  Earl  of  Strafford  finding  fault 
therewith^  caused  an  order  to  be  entered 
against  her,  and  threatened  her,  that,  if  she  re- 
ifused  to  submit  to  it,  he  would  imprison  her, 
and  fine  her  a  hundred  pounds ;  and  that,  if  she' 
continued  obstinate,  he  would  continue  her 
imprisonment,  and  double  her  fine  every 
inonth ;  by  means  whereof  she  was  forced  to 
relinquish  her  estate  in  the  lands  questioned 
in  the  said  petition,  which  shortiy  after  were' 
conveyed  to  the  use  of  the  Eaii  of  Strafford. 
. '  It  will  not  be  necessary  to  enter  into ;  the 
particulars  of  the  proofs  on  this  article,  as  the 
managers  entirely  failed  in  establishing  any 
case  against  the  accused.  There  was  no 
proof,  that  the  vote  of  the  majority  was  in 
favour  of  the  lady  against  the  petitioner;  or 
that  the  estates  were  conveyed  to  the  use  of 
Lord  Strafford.  On  the  contrary,  it  was 
proved,  on  behalf  of  Lord  Strafford,  by  some 
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members  of  the  council}  that  the  judgment^ 
which  was  signed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  eleven  other  members  of  the  council,  was 
pronounced  for  the  petitioner  against  Dame 
Mary  Hibbots,  and  that  the  judgment  was 
drawn  up  in  the  usual  and  regular  manner. 
:  The  ninth  article  charged*,  that  the  Earl  Art.  9. 
of  Strafford,  assuming  to  himself  a  power  above 
and  against  law,  took  upon  him,  by  a  general 
warrant  under  his  hand,  to  give  power  to  the 
Lord  Bishop  of  Downe  and  Connor,  and  his 
chancellor  or  chancellors,  and  his  several 
officers  thereto  to  be  appointed,  to  attach  and 
arrest  the  bodies  of  all  such  of  the  meaner  and 
poorer  sort,  who,  after  citation,  should  either 
refuse  to  appear  before  them,  or  should  refuse 
io  perform  ail  lawful  decrees  and  orders  issued 
against  them,  and  to  commit  and  keep  them 
in  the  next  gaol,  until  they  should  perform 
such  sentences,  or  put  in  sufficient  bail  to 
show  some  reason  before  the  council-table  of 
their  neglect  and  contempt.  . 

The  first  piece  of  evidence,  in  support  of 
this  charge,  was  a  copy  of  the  warrant,  which 
was  proposed  to  be  read  in  the  place  of  the 
original.  Lord  Strafford  insisted,  that  the  copy 
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was  not  admiss3[>le^  and  that  it  would  not 
be  aDowed  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench; 
Hie  objection  was  clearly  well-founded  $  but 
&e  Lords  admitted  the  evidence.  The  warw 
mat  recited,  that  the  greatest'Contempts  ag(li»st 
the  ecdesiastical  jurisdiction  had  been  com^ 
mitted  by  the  meaner  and  poorer  sort  of  people, 
and  that  they  had  becotHe  more  frequent  in  con- 
sequence of  the  difficulty  of  executing  the 
%rit  de  esKoinmumcato  capiendo  ;  then  it  pro^ 
ceeded  to  give  the  Bishop  of  Downe  and  Con* 
nor  the  powers,  mentioned  above  in  the  article» 
Sir  James  Montgomery^  a  witness,  on  bdng 
asked  how  this  warrant  was  executed,  an^ 
swered,  that  sometimes  twenty,  sometimes 
&irty,  or  even  more  names,  had  bera  inserted 
in  the  warrants,  and  that  he  had  known  tiieti^ 
executed  with  great  cruelty. 

On  the  part  of  Lord  Strafford,  it  was  proved^ 
that  the  warrant  had  been  drawn  &om  a  pre- 
cedent,  existing  before  the  time  of  Lord  Straf- 
ford, in  the  hand^writing  of  Lord  Falkknd^ 
that  this  was  the  only  warrant  issued  by  Lord 
Strafford,  and  that  Lord  Strafford  himself  for- 
bade tiie  issuing  of  suiy  otSier  such  warrant. 
Art  10.  The  five  next  articles  {omitting  the  eleventh 
and  fourteenth,  which  the  committee  of  ma- 
nagers abandoned),  were  of  a  very  singular 
description,    considered  as  articles  of  high 
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trmson.  The  i^  of  tbese  artid«B  ^itg&A^i 
that  the  Earl  of  Strafibrd,  having  procured  the 
customs  of  exports  aod  imports  to  be  fiupmed 
to  his  own  profit^,  overrated  the  commodities  of 
hides  and  vkkA,  and  by  these  means  raised 
the  customs,  to  the  oppression  of  the  subject 
aod  to  the  decay  of  merchandize. 

Never  before  had  the  price  of  a  hide  or  a  fleece 
formed  an  ingredient  m  a  charge  of  high  trea» 
8on»  And  never  belore  bad  so  able  a  lawyer  as 
Serjeaiat  Maynard  (who  managed  iMs  article^ 
the  irksome  task  of  maintaining^  that  the 
raising  of  the  customs^  to  the  prgudice  of  the 
subject,  was  *^a  high  and  great  treason/'  In  the 
most  arbitrary  p^od  of  our  history,  the  doc^ 
trine  ci  constructive  treason  was  never  so  per>^ 
verted^  nor  evw  carried  to  such  an  extravagant 
l^igth,  in  any  prosecution  at  the  instance  c^ 
government,  as  in  this  impeachmimt  by  tibe 
Commons  of  England. 

Lord  Strafford,  who  fought  the  ground  with 
his .  accusers  inch  by  inch,  defended  himself 
againstthispaltry  charge,  by  arguingthatthere- 
gulations,  which  he  had  made  in  matters  of  trade, 
were  beneficial  to  tibe  government.  Seijeank 
Maynard  maintained  the  contrary;  and,  to 
prove  his  proposition,  opened  a  bu(%et  of  details 

■*  • 
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oq  llie  prices  of  vaiious  a>iiunoditie9»  and  OQ  the 
produceof  the  customs  for  a  long  series  of  years; 
a  statement  of  which  would .  only  fatigue  and 
perplex,  *without  leading  to  apy  certain  or  useful 
iresult.    Whether  the  one  side  or  the  other  jiad 

m 

the  best  of  the  argument— ^wh^thei;  Serjeant 
Maynard  or  Lord  Strafford  was  the  soundest  po; 
litical  economist— i&  a  matter  wholly  irrelevant 
to  the  merits  of  this  great  cause,  and  beneath 
pur  notice.  It  was,  as  the  accused  remarked^ 
**  a  business  for  the  merchants ;''  a  question  for 
the  ledger  and  the  counting-house,  but  uftwor^ 
thy  of  the  august  tribunal  of  the  House  of  Peers. 
Art  13^  The  committee  of  managers  p^^ed  oveic 
the  eleventh  article,  and  proceeded  to  the 
twelfth,  which  was,  like  the  tenth,  of  a  com- 
mercial cast,  and  entitled  to  abo^ut  the  same 
degree  of  respect.  It  charged  the.  prisoner 
with  laying  restraints  on  the  importation  of 
tobacco,  and  afterwards  importing  great  quan- 
tities  for  his  own  profit,  and  engrossing  to 
himself  a  monopoly  of  tobacco ;  it  charged 
further,  that  he  raised  other  monopolies,  and 
other  unlawftil  exactions,  on  starch,  iron-pots, 
glasses,  tobacco-pipes,  and  several  other  comr 
modities.*  This  article,  for  the  reason  before 
given,  may  be  neglected. 

'  ■  I  «  ■  ■  '  ■       ■    ■  I 
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The  thirteenth  article  was  something  of  thd     Art  is. 
i3ame  kind  as  the  last ;  complaining  of  a  vex- 
atious restriction  on  the  sale  of  yarn. 

The  most  minute  details  were  given  in  evi- 
dence (which  the  reader  would  not  wish  to  be 
stated),  as  to  the  prices  of  tobacco  at  various  pe- 
riods;  and  on  these  details,  absurd  and  prepos- 

terous  as  it  may  appear,  the  committee  built  up 

•        •    • 

a  charge  of  double  treason.  "  First,'*  said  they, 
**  here  is  an  exercising  of  arbitrary  power,  by 
imposing  any  t^x  he  may  choose.  Secondly, 
he  has  deprived  the  King  of  his  estate,  under 
colour  of  advancing  his  revenue  j  which  is  to 
deprive  the  King  of  his  government.  For,  if 
one  takes  away  my  means  of  livelihood  and 
defence  against  an  enemy,  it  is  killing  of  me 
round  about,  though  it  were  a  more  immediate 
killing  of  me  to  run  me  through.** 

The  committee,  having  given  up  the  four-  Art.  i5. 
teerith  article  and  the  first  part  of  tlie  fifteenth, 
proceeded  to  the  latter  partof  the  last  mentioned 
article.  This  charged*,  that  the  Earl  of  Straf. 
ford  traitorously  gave  authority  by  his  warrants 
to  the  captains  of  companies  of  soldiers  in  se- 
veral  parts  of  Ireland,  to  send  numbers  of  sol- 
diers  to  lie  on  the  lands  and  houses  of  such  as 
would  not  conform  to  his  orders,  until  they 

t  •  '  • 
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i^ydb' wnraofai  wer^  in'  war- 

mwaner^  witb  fttoe  aad  avoi  ]^  in  ex6>- 

cution.  It  charged  f urther»  that  fae  traitoroiit^ 

.caused  troops  (Ahorse and  fiK)t»  in  warlike  ar- 

ny^  wtik  ferce  and  arms,  to  expel  divers  d^ 
His   Mi^estrf's  siitgects   fixmi  their   laads^ 

houses^  aad  possessions  and  imprisoned  and 
4etsiined  them  in  prisoiv  tm  they  surrendered 
their  estates  and  rights.  And  that  he  sub* 
4iied  many  of  the  King's  subjects  to  his  wiU^ 
ami  levied  war  within  the  reafan^  against  the 
Kix^  and  the  Uege  people  of  the  kingdom* 
,  The  first  witness  produced  the  copy  of  a 
warranty  which  had  beea  directed  to  him  by 
the  Lord  Deputy ;  the  original  he  had  left 
Ijdiind  in  Ireland.  This  copy  was  objected  to 
^by-Lord  Strafford ;  and  the  Lords^.  having  adi> 
joumed  to  consider  tiie  pointy  pn^rly  deterf 
.minedy  that  the  evidence  was  inadmissible. 
The  witness,  however,  was  allowed  to  state 
(what  was  secondary  evidence  of  the  warrant, 
and  fully  as  objectionable  as  the  copy,  which 
Jiad  been  rejected),  that  the  warrant,  under 
which  he  laid  soldiers  on  the  lands  of  several 
delinquentsf,^  was  delivered  to  him  by  the 
Xord  Deputy's  secretary,  signed  by  the  Lord 
J)eputy:  that  the  practice  with  the  Lord 
Dqmty^  on  receiving  a  complaint,  was,-  in 
the  first  instance,  to  issu$  his  command ;  if 
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4liis  was  not  obeyed^  and;  tlier  fori^gpn^  jp| 
satis&^tkn,  a  wairont  was  issued}    if  th^ 
fsaty  absented  himself  or  could  nojt  be  fouadj; 
another  warrant  is^sued  to  a  setjeant-at^arms^ 
idio^  in  case  of  his  being  unable  to  take  tb« 
party,  was  to  lay  in  soldiers    On  basing  asked^ 
3vhat  he  iqeant  by  knfing  m  of  soldiers^  I|@ 
answered,  that  the  se^esmt  is  to  go  to  th? 
captain  or  chief  officer  of  the  next  coio^any 
or  garrison,  to  complain  pf  the  party,  called 
a  delinquentf  and  to  show  the  Lord  Deputy's 
warrant ;    then  the  office  commands  then^ 
to  rise  with  $uch  a  number  as  the  ^ijeant 
should  in  his  discretion  think  conveni^nt^  ain} 
to  march  to  the  party  complained  of^  in  whos^ 
house  they  lie,  till  they  receive  finrther  di- 
rections; and  the  soldiers  have  their  me^ 
^nd  drink  from  the  house  in  which  they  Hfv 
The  witness  had  done  this,  in  many  instances^ 
under  the'  Lord  Deputy's  warrant.    Many 
other  witnesses  gave  eiadence  to  the  sam^ 
effect,  and  some  of  them  described  the  havpe 
and  horrible  excesses  committed  by  the  sdl- 
diers,  who  wore  thus  laid  upon  the  delinqqents* 
^one  of  the  warrants,  said  to  have  b^m  )iigne4 
by  the  Lord  Deputyj  were  produced  in  evir 
dence,  and  the  secretaiy  of  Lord  Strafford^ 
whp  was  called  by  the  nxanagars,  stated,  lliat 
)^p  did  not  remember  any  such  warrant  as  that 
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mentioned  by  the  witness,  to  pass  through  the 
office ;  that  he  himself  never  made  it  out,  nor 
knew  of  it.  ^ 

Lord  Ranelagh  stated,  that  there  had  beeii 
a  custom  in  Ireland  for  laying  soldiers  on  the 
relievers  of  rebels,  and  for  contribution- 
money,  in  case  of  delinquency,  or  non-pay- 
ment ;  and  where  a  return  was  made  by  the 
sheriff,  that  the  King's  rents,  which  were  ap- 
plied to  the  payment  of  the  army,  did  not 
come  in,  the  course,  before  Lord  Strafford's 
coming,  was,  that  the  soldiers  were  employed 
to  constrain  such ;  but  the  witness  had  never 
before  heard  of  such  a  practice  in  a  civil 
cause  between  party  and  party. 

.  The  statute  of  18  H.  6.  c.  3.  was  then  read, 
which  enacted,  that  no  lord  or  any  other,  of 
what  condition  soever  he  be,  shouldbring  or  lead 
thenceforth  hollers^  keme^  or  hooded  men,  nor 
Irish  enemies,  nor  any  other  people,  nor  horse, 
to  lie  dti  horseback,  or  foot,  to  lie  on  the  King's 
people,  but  on  their  own  cost,  without  consent. 
And  if  any  so  do,  he  shall  be  adjudged  a  traitor. 

.  Lord  Strafibrd,  in  his  defence  on  this  article, 
urged,  that  the  commission,  under  which  he 
acted,  was  to  execute  the  duties  of  his  office 
according  to  the  laws  and  customs  of  Ireland; 
that  these  laws  and  customs  w^re  different 
from  those  in  England,  and  that  he  ought  to 
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be  judged  by  the  laws  and  customs  of  Ireland; 
not  of  England;  that  what  had  been  (kx;lared 
by  the  managers  to  be  so  extraordmaiy,  he 
must  justify  as  ordinary,  frequent,  and  usually 
exercised  .by  the  custom  of  the .  country ; 
that  in  all  tunes  the  officers  and  soldiers  of 
the  army  had  been  the  persons  chiefly  em- 
ployed in  executing  the  justice  of  the  kingdom; 
and  for  enfoxcing  obedience  to  the  laws;  and 
without  tiieir  aid,  the :  King's  writ  would  not 
run  in  Ireland ;  that,  for  the  purpose  of  forcing 
rebels  and  offenders  to  come  in,  it .  had  been 
the  ordinary  practice  of  the  Lord  Deputy  and 
the  councU  to  assess  soldiers  not  only  on  the' 
party,  but  also  on  the  kindred  of  the  party. 

In  support  of  this  defence,  Lord  Dillon 
was  first  called.  He  explained  the  term  r^- 
belj ''  by  stating,  that  when  a  party  had  com-^ 
mitled  some  felony  or  unjustifiable  act,  and 
withdrawn  into  the  woods,  a  proclamation  was 
made*  for. his  coming  in,  and  giving  Himself 
up  by  a  certain  time ;  and  if  before  that  time 
he  did  not  surrender,  he  would  be  accounted 
in  common  reputation  a  traitor  or  rebel. 

Another  witness  stated,  that  in  the  time  of 
Lord  JFalkland,  who  was  Lord  Deputy,  it  waa- 
the  ordinary  course,  when  the  King's  rents 
were. due,   to  ^send  horsemen  to  collect  the 
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»iit8^  and  Ke  on  the  parties  till  tbey  ^re  all 
collected.  So  was  the  practice  also,  in  the 
times  of  Lord  Grandison  and  Lord  Chichester. 
Another  witness,  proved  the  same  practice  to 
have  prevailed  in  the  time  of  Lord  Cork  and 
Lord  Ely. 

One  of  the  written  articles'  of  instructionj;^ 
which  had  been  ^ven  to  Lord  Falkland,  was 
read  in  evidence,  which  directed,  that  for  de^ 
SaxAt  in  payment  of  the  King's  rent,  a  smh^ 
moniag  process  should  first  issue ;  secondly,  a 
pursuivant  should  be  sent ;  and  if  this  should 
not  be  sufficient,  Ijie  Vice  Treasurer,  by 
warrant  of  the  Lord  Deputy  imd  Council, 
should  appoint  a  (Competent  nuit^er  of  sol« 
diers  of  the  next  garrison  to  collect  the  rents 
at  the  cha;tg^  of  the  partiies  complained  of; 
xare  bei^g  taken,'  tfeat  no  man  should  be  bur^ 
•Hieaed  with  a  greater  number  of  soldiers  than 
<jie  service  necessarily  required. 

With  regard  to  the  statute  of  18  H.  6.,  which 
was  much  insisted  on  by  the  manager^  Lord 
Strafford  insisted,  diat  the  enactment  did  not 
extend  to  the  Lord  Governor,  but  only  to  in-^ 
ferk)r  lords  and  the  commons ;  and  diat  this 
appeared  more  dearly  to  be  so,  frcMn.  a  sta- 
i:ute  in  th0  reign  of  Elizabeth,  against  die 
4isawniption  of  absolute  military  authority  by 
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the  lords  and  chieftains,  which  forbade,  un- 
der heavy  penalties,  all  exercise  of  power 
there  prohibited,  without  the  authority  of 
the  Great  Seal  or  warrant  from  the  Lord  De- 
puty ;  — which  impUed,  it  was  said,  that  the 
Lord  Deputy,  by  his  warrant,  might  exercise 
such  powers. 

The  sixteenth  article  charged*,  that  Lord  Art.  le. 
8traffi)rd,  intending  to  oppress  the  subjects  of 
Ireland,  made  a  proposition  to  His  Majesty, 
and  obtained  an  allowance  thereof^  that  no 
complaint  of  injustice  or  oppression  done  in 
Ireland  should  be  received  in  England,  unless 
it  appeared  that  the  party  first  made  his  address 
to  the  Earl  of  Strafford.  And  to  prevent  the 
suhjects  of  that  realm  from  having  any  means 
of'  complaint  to  His  Majesty,  or  of  redress^ 
against  him  and  his  agents,  the  said  Harl  issued' 
a  proclamation,  commanding  all  the  nobility^ 
and  others,  who  held  estates  and  offices  in  the 
kingdom  (except  such  as  were  employed  in 
His  Majesty's  service,  or  attending  in  Eng- 
land by  his  special  command),  to  make  their 
personal  residence  in  Ireland,  and  not  to  de- 
part without  licence  from  himself.  And  that 
the  said  Eazl,  by  several  rigorous  ways,  as  by 
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fine,  imprisonmenty  and  otherwise,  put  the. 
said  proclamation  in  execution  on  His  Ma^ 
jesty's  subjects;,  who  came  over  to  complain, 
of  the  oppressions  of  the  said  EarL 
,  The  preposition  above  stated  was  proved; 
and  the  proclamation  enforcing  it.  Instances 
also  were  shown,  in  which  the  Lord  Deputy 
had  refused  his  Ucence  to  come  into. England ; 
particularly  in  the  cases  of  Lord  Esmond, 
Lord  Roche,  Desmond  M'Carty,  Parry,  and 
Sir  Robert  Linch.  In  the  case  of  Parry, 
l^ord  Strafford  had  issued  a  warrant  to  appre-. 
bend  him  for  quitting  Ireland  -  without  a  li- 
cence. .  '.^. 

Lord  Strafford,  in  his  defence,  desired  to  have 
read  a  statute  in  the  26th  year  of  H.  6.,  which 
enacted,  that  none  of  the, King's  liege  men,  or 
officers,  in  the  land,  should  go  out  of  the  land, 
but  by  commission  from  the  King,  his  Lieute-, 
nants.  Justices,  &c.;  and- that  all,  their  rents, 
offices,  or  other  possessions,  should,  for  their 
said  absence,  be  seized  into  the  King^s  hands. 
The  term,  King^s  liege  men^  he  insisted,  ap- 
plied to  all  persons  whatsoever.    He  desired 

» 

also,   that  the  statute  25  H.  6.  c.  9*  should 

• 

be  read,  which  enacted,  that  if  any  liege  man. 
be  out  of  the  kingdom,  by  the  command  of 
Jthe  King,   or  the  Lieutenant  there,  deputy 
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justices  fit '  council,  their  rents  should  not 
be  seized.  Whence,  he  argued,  it  must  be  in- 
ferred, that  they  are  punishable,  if  they  go 
without  licence. 

An  order  of  the  King  was  then  read,  dated 
in  1628,  made  in  answer  to  a  petition  by  Irish 
agents  in  England;  by  which  order  the  King 
commanded  all  persons,  holding  estates  and' 
offices  in  Ireland,  to  make  their  personal  resi- 
dence there,  and  not  to  depart  without  li- 
cence. The  instructions  from  the  King  to; 
Lord  Falkland,  a  former  deputy,  were  to  the 
same  effect.  The  King's  letter,  also,  to  the 
Earl  of  Strafford,  in  pursuance  of  which  the 
proclamation  had  been  issued,  was  read  in 
evidence  j  and  he  justified  the  warrant  in 
Parry's  case,  under  a  judgment  of  the  coun- 

• 

cil-board,  for  great  contempts  to  the  board. 
By  this  judgment .  it  was  ordered,  that  he 
should  be  fined  500/.,  and  should  stand  com- 
mitted  in  the  castle  during  the  King's  plea- 
sure. 

The  managers  in  reply  insisted,  that  the* 
statute  25  H.  6.  only  warranted  the  seizure 
of  lands^  in  case  any  persons,  not  holding 
lands  or  office,  should  depart  without  licence  % 
but  that  their  persons  could  not  be  legally  re- 
strdned.     And,  in  answer  to  an  argumfent  of 
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Lord  Straffi>rd,  that  by  the  law  of  England 
all  persons  might  be  restrained  from  departing 
the  kingdom  without  licence^  the  managers  re- 
plied, with  truth,  that  this  was  not  the  law  of 
England.  <<  It  is  no  ojBence,  or  contempt  (said 
they),  for  any  subject  to  depart  this  land  with- 
out  licence.    Our  books  are  so.    The  statute 
5R.2.  did  provide,  that  none  should  depart 
without  licence  (which  was  a  general  prohi- 
bition), except  they  Wjere  Lords  and  good 
merchants.    By  the  law,  therefore,  as  it  was 
before  that  statute,  any  man  might  depart 
without  licence,  and  that  statute  was  repealed 
by  the  subsequent  statute  of  4th  of  James.  So 
tiiat,  by  the  common  law  of  England,  the  pas- 
sage is  open  again ;  audit  is  no  offence  at  all  to 
depart  without  licence.    It  is  true,  the  King 
n^ay  restrain  by  writ  of  ne  exeat  regno,  or  by 
proclamation  for  special  causes,  but  till  then 
the  passage  is  open,  and  they  may  depart  by 
the  law  of  the  land.'*  • 
Art.  19.         The  managers  passed  over  the  seventeenth 
and  eighteenth  articles,  and  proceeded  to  the 
nineteenth,  which  charged  t,  that  Lord  Strafford 
bad  by  his  own  authority  framed  a  new  and  un- 
usual oath,  by  which  the  party  was  to  swear. 
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that  he  would  not  protest  against  aay  of  his  Ma^ 
jesiy's  commands,  but  submit  himself  to  them 
in  all  obedience ;  which  oath  he  .enforced  on 
the  subjects  of  the  Scottish  nation,  inhabiting 
in  Ireland,  against  their  will,  and  such  as  re4 
fused  to  take  the  oath  he  grievously  fined, 
knprisoned,  and  exiled.  That  he  fined  Stewart 
and  his  wife,  who  refused  to  take  the  oath^ 
SOOOL  each,  and  also  thdr  two  daughters  3000/^ 
each,  and  imprisoned  them  for  not  paying  the 
fines ;  and  that  upon  the  same  occasion  he  de» 
dared,  that  the  oath  did  not  only  oblige  them 
in  point  of  allegiance,  but  bound  them  also  to 
tiie  ceremonies  and  government  of  the  church- 
establishment ;  and,  that  if  any  refused  to 
d[)ey,  he  would  prosecute  dieqa  to  tibe  blood. 
It  appeared  from  the  evidence  of  Sir  James 
Montgomery,  that  Lord  Strafford  had  sum-> 
moned  him  and  the  other  gendemnra  and  no* 
blem^i  of  the  Scottish  nation,  to  attend  him 
on  a  conference  at  a  fixed  time,  concerning  Ijie 
King's  i^ecial  service ;  that,  at  the  meeting 
which  took  place,  Lord  Strafford  mentioned 
the  great  disorders  in  Scotland,  and  said,  It  be# 
hoved  all  present  to  vindicate  themselves  from 
the  suspicion  of  favouring  such  disorders ;  and 
intimated  to  them^  that  as  some  had  joined  in 
a  covenant  in  Scotiand,  an  oath  would  also  be 
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expected  from  them;  .but  that. they  sbdcd^ 
themselves  freely!  propose  this,  and  be  suitors, 
for  the  oath,  and  not  wait  till:  it  should  be  im- 
posed by  authority.    Thanks  were  returned 
to  the  Lord  Deputy,  >  and  a  petition  agreed 
upon,   which  the  Bishop  of  Raffi)  was.  ap- 
pointed.  to  draw  up  in  form.      Sir  James 
Montgomery  expressed  some  doubt  as  to  the 
propriety :  of  the  proceeding ;   on ,  which,  the 
Lord  Deputy  told:  him,  he  might,  go .  hpmep 
and  petition  or  not,  as  he  chose ; .  but, .  thatiif 
he  did  not  petition,  it'  should  be  woi^e.  for 
him^    The  petition  was  drawn  up,   and  an 
oath,  j&amed  under. the.  superintendance  of  the 
Lord  Deputy.  Cbn^migsioners  were  appointed 
for  administering  the  oath,  to  all  of.  the  Sept- 
tish. nation  above  the  age  of  sixteen,  and.  a 
proclamatida  was  issued  for  taking  the  oatlu 
Some  took  it,  some  expressed  scruples  of  .con«> 
science.     The  names  of  those,  who  reftised^ 
were  certified,  and  warrants  afterwards  issued 
to  apprehend  them.  .  Many  fled  from  Ireland 
into  Scotland ;   some  fled  up  and  down  the 
country,  leaving  their. goods  in  their  houses^  . 
and  their  com  on.  the  ground ;   some  were 
apprehended.    Two  other  witnesses  gave  evi- 
dence to  the  same  effect.  . 
Two  witnesses  also  prpved  the  sentence 
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gainst  SteVrart  in  the  Star-chamber,  and  the' 
fines  imposed  on  him,  and  on  his  wife  and 
daughters,  for  refusing  the  oath.  -  One  of  these 
witnesses  stated,  that  Stewart,  had  no  objec- 
tion to  take  thelSrst  part  of  the  oath  touching  his 
allegiance;  but  that  he  had  a  scruple  on  the  lat- 
ter part,  if  it  related  to  ecclesiastical  matter s.- 
Lord  Strafford  declared,  that  the  oath  was  in- 
tended to  force  the  parties  to  obey  the  eccksias- 
lical  ceremonies  of  the  church,  which  were  then 
or  should  afterwards  be  established.  The  other  .  ' 
witness  said,  that  Lord  Strafford  threatened,  as 
for  those  who  would  not  conform  themselves 
to  the-  government  of  the  church,  he  hoped 
to  root  them  up  stock  and  branch. 

Lord  Strafford  proved,  in  his  defence,  diat- 
the  meeting  of  the  Scottish  nobility  and  gen^ 
try  was  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the 
council-board ;  that  the  measure  of  framing 
an  oath  was  adopted  by  the  council  after  much 
deliberation^  for  the  security  and  peace  of  the 
kingdom,  at  a  time  of  extreme  alarm  and 
danger.  It  was  further  proved,  that  a  similar 
oath  was  framed  in  England,  to  be  required 
of  the  Scottish  people  there  resident ;  that  the 
oath,  framed  by  the  council  in  Ireland,  was 
framed  in  obedience  to  a  royal  proclamation ; 
and  that  the  sentence,  pronounced  on  Stewart, 
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was  the  unanimous  sentence  of  the  whole  coua« 
cil.  Several  of  the  j.q4gefif»  iilaoy  who  concurred 
in  the  ju^gqieijit  agaipst  Stewart^  were  called 
to  prove  what  passed^  and  fot  the  purpose  of 
showing,  that  iLord  Sitraffi>rd  had  not  used  the 
language  iniipi^ted  to  him.  Their  evidence 
amounted  to  this,  which  was  aU  that  could  be 
expected  where  the  transaction  had  occurred 
so  long  before :  —  they  none  of  them  heard 
him  use  those  expressions. 

Art.  so.  The  five  next  articles  were  taken  together 
by  the  committee  of  managers.  The  twentieth 
article  charged  %  thajt  the  Earl  of  Strafford 
endeavoured  to  persuade  and  incite  the  King 
to  an  offensive  war  against  the  Scottish  natimi^ 
and  by  his  counsels  and  actions  was  the  chief 
incendiary  of  the  war  between  the  King  and 
his  Scottish  subjects ;  and  that  he  declared, 
that  the  Scots  were  rebels  and  traitors^  and 
that  if  it  pleased  the  King  to  send  him  back 
again  to  Irdand,  he  would  root  thefn  out  of 
that  kingdom,  root  and  branch* 

Art.  81.  The  twenty-first  article  charged  t,  that  hav- 
ing incited  the  King  to  an  offensive  war,  he 
compelled  the  ICing,  under  pretence  of  raising 
forces,  to  call  a  Parliament ;  and,  in  case  the 
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proceedings  of  Parliament  should  not  stand 
with.  hi9  mischievous  designs,  that  he  intended 
to  raise  money  upon  the  people  by  force,  and 
declared  in  council  before  the  King  and  Privy- 
council,  that  he  would  serve  his  Majesty  in 
^ny  other  way,  in  case  the  Parliament  should 
)iot  supply  him. 

The  twenty-second  article  charged  *,  that  he  Art  ss. 
procured  the  parliament  of  Ireland  to  declare 
their  assistance  in  a  war  ag^nst  the  Scots,  aji4 
gave  directions  for  raising  an  army  o£  9000 
m^,  an^  traitorously  conspired  to  employ 
tibat  army  for  the  destruction  of  his  Majesty*^ 
sidgects,  and  for  subverting  the  established 
government  of  England. 

The  twenty-third  article  charged  t,  that  he  ^^  ^' 
traitorously  advised  the  King  to  this  effect,  — > 
that^  having  tried  the  affections  of  his  people 
he  was  absolved  from  all  ru^es  of  gpyemment, 
and  that  he  was  to  do  every  thing  which  his 
power  would  ^dmit ;  and  that^  having  tried  all 
ways,  and  being  refused,  he  would  be  acquitted 
towards  God  and  man ;  and  that  he  had  an 
^rmy  in  Ireland  which  he  might  employ  to  re- 
duce this  kingdom. 

The  twenty-fourth  article  charged!,  that  he  Art.  24. 

*  Rushw.  p.  517.  t  ^id.  p.  518.         t  U>id.  p.  519. 
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traitorously  declared  before  the  Privy-councili 
that  the  Parliament  had  forsaken  the  King;  and 
that,  in  refusing  to  supply  him,  they  had  given 
him  advantage  ta  supply  himself  in  other  ways, 
and  that  he  might  supply  himself  as  he 
thought  fit,  and  that  he  was  not  to  suffer 
himself  to  be  mastered  by  the  frowardness 
and  undutifulness  of  the  people. . 
Art.  20.  In  support  of  the  twentieth,  article,  Lord 
Traquair  was  first  called.*  He  stated,  that  he 
heard  Lord  Strafiford  say,  in  a  debate  at  Yorlc, 
at  the  council-table,  he  conceived  that  the  un- 
reasonable demands  of  the  Scots  in  Parliament 
were  a  ground  for  the  King  to  put  himself  in  a 
posture  of  war ;  that  Lord  Strafford  and  all  ia 
the  council  declared,  that,  if  the  Scots  should 
not  give  good  reasons  for  their  demands,  they 
would  assist  the  King,  and  put  him  in  a  pos- 
ture to  reduce  them  to  obedience.  The 
Bishop  of  Lincoln  gave  similar  evidence,  add- 
ing,  that,  others  expressed  the  same  opinion 
as  Lord  Straflford.  The  examination  of  Lord 
Merton, '  who  was  ill,  was  admitted,  after  ar- 
gument,  to  be  read  in  evidence,  and  was 
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nearly  to  the  same  effect  as  Lord  Traquair's. 
evidence.  - '-    ■ 

Sir  Henry  Vane,  Treasurer  of  the  King*s 
household  and  principal  Secretary  of  State,  was, 
next  sworn.  On  being  asked,  whether  about; 
the  5th  of  May,  1639,  he  heard  Lord  Strafford, 
persuade  the  King  to  an  offensive  war  against, 
the  Scots ;  he  answered^  that  the  King  had; 
given  him '  permission  to  answer  this,  ques-, 
tion ;  that  he  remembered,  about  the  5th  of 
May,  after  the  dissolution  of  Parliament,  at  a, 
meeting  of  the  councU,  when  several  Lords 
were  present,  all  were  commanded  to  spe^ak: 
what  was  fit  to  be  done,  and  every  man  to 
vote  in  his  turn ;  th^it  he  himself  took  histyrn. 
among  the  rest.  He  remembered  Well,  that; 
the  question' of  a  defensive  war  was  .proposed 
by  hiiriself  J  this  was  not  approved,  and, Lord. 
Strafford  was  of  opinion  for  an  offensive  war. 
He  added,  this  was  all  be  could ;  say  to  the. 
question  put  to  him. 

The  same  question  was  put  to  the  Bishop, 
of  London,  who  :was  the- Lord  Treasui*er.  He 
answSered, .  that  he  remembered  the  a^dvice, 
which  Lord  Stra£^ord :  gave  publicly  in  coun-. 
cil  at  the  council-board ;  that  he  as  well  as 
others    advised   (which  was  afterwards  re- 
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solved  upon),  that,  if  the  Scottish  commission- 
ers should  persist  in  their  demands,  the  King 
should  prepare  to  reduce  the  Scots  by  force  j 
he  believed  diis  to  be  the  substance  of  Lord 
Strafford's  ^advice.  At  a  subsequent  meeting 
of  the  council,  when  the  questicm  was  dis- 
cussed, there  were  different  opinions ;  he  be-^ 
Meved,  that  Lord  Straffi)f  d  was  in  favour  of  an 
<!^fl^sive  war,  and  he  did  not  perceive  any  dif- 
ference in  the  main  in  the  c^inions  of  any  of 
tiie  council. 

Lord  Conway  proved*,  that  Lord  Strafford, 
in  a  private  conversation  with  him,  in  which 
he  asked  Lord  Straflford  what  could  be  done 
if  Parliament  should  not  supply  the  King, 
answered,  that  the  King  had  need,  and,  if 
Parliament  would  not  supply  him  in  those 
things  that  were  just  and  lawful  to  be  sup- 
plied, the  King  was  justified,  before  God  and 
man,  if  he  helped  himself  in  the  goods  of  his 
subjects,  though  against  their  wiUs :  or  words 
to  that  effect. 

Sir  Henry  Vane  was  called  again,  and 
asked,  whether  he  did  not  hear  Lord  Straf- 
ford promise  the  King,  that,  in  case  the  Par-* 
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fiament  did  nt>t  suceeec^  h^  would  be  ready 
to  serve  him  in  any  other  way  ?  He  answered, 
that  he  did  hear  Lord  Strafford  speak  words^ 
to  that  effect,  to  his  best  remembrance. 

llie  opinions  and  declarations  of  Sir  George 
Ratclifife  and  of  Sir  George  Wentworth,  who 
were  represented  to  be  the  creatwes  of  Lord 
Stra£brd,  Were  received  in  evidence  against 
him ; — a  most  unjustifiiEible  proceeding.  And, 
to  make  this  species  of  evidence  sHU  more  ob« 
jectionable,  &e  committee  asked  the  witnesses' 
such  questions  as  these :  What  was  Sir  George 
Ratcliffe's  reason  for  ssymg  so  ?  —  what  the 
witness  conceived  Sir  George  Ratclifife  meatU? 
— what  another  person  imagined  to  be  Sir 
GecMTge  Ratcliffe's  intention  ? 

Sir  Thomas  German  was  asked,  in  support 
of  the  twenty-fourth  article,  whether  he  did  not 
hear  Lord  Straffi)rd  tell  the  King,  that  the  Par- 
liament had  denied  to  supply  hun,  or  had  for- 
saken him  ?  He  answered,  that  he  remem- 
bered, he  heard  Lord  Strafford  say  something 
of  the  Parliament's  deserting  him,  or  forsaking 
the  King,  <»*  something  to  that  effect  or  pur- 
pose ;  but  he  did  not  remember,  what  infer- 
ence Lord  Strafford  made  upon  it,  nor  coiild 
he  remember  any  thing  fbrther  upon  the 
point. 
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The  Earlof  Bristol  was  asked,  whether  he  had 
heard  any  words  spoken  by  Lord  Strafiford^.  to 
this  effect,  that,  —  in  this  great  distress  of  King 
and  kingdom,  the  Parliameitt  had  refused  to 
supply  the  King  in  the  ordinary  way,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  King  might  provide  for  the  king- 
dom by  such  ways  as  he  thought  fit,  and  was  not 
to  suffer^himself  to  be  mastereii  by  the  froWard- 
Qess  and  undutifuhiess  of  his  people?.;  He 
answered,  that  he  could  not  speak  precisely 
to  the  words,  but  that,  about  twelve  months 
Uefbre,  in  a  private  and  accidental  discourse 
with  Lord  Strafford,  he  (Lqrd  Bristol)  attri- 
buted all  the  disorders  of  the  kingdom  to  the 
diss(dution  of  the  Parliament ;  and  said  to  Lord. 
Strafford,  he  thought  the  summoning  of  a  new 
Fariiament  would  be  the  only  way  of  quieting 
the.  times.  Lord  Strafibrd  answered,  he  thought 
this  course  was  notadvisable,  for  the  Parliament 
had,  in  the  great  distress  of  the  kingdom,  re- 
vised to  supply  the  King  in.  the  ordinary  ways,, 
and,  therefore,  the  King  must,  provide  for  the. 
safety  of  the  kingdom  by;  such .  ways,  as  he, 
should  think  fit  in  his  wisdom,.    Apd  further,; 
said  the  witness,  (not  to  bind  himself  to,  words  .- 
but  to  the  §ense),  Lord  .Strafford,  U3ed.the3e; 
words,  or; words  to  this  effect,  that. the  King: 
was  not  to  suffer  himself  to  be  mastered  by  - 
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the  frowardness  or  undutifulness  of  his  peo- 
ple, or  rather  (as  the  witness  conceived)  by 
the  disaffection  and  stubbornness  of  some  par- 
ticular men. 

Lord  Newburgh  said,  he  believed  he  heard 
Lord  Strafford  say  at  the  council-table  some 
words  to  this  effect,  —  that,  seeing  Parliament 
had  not  supplied  the  King,  His  Majesty 
might  take  other  courses  for  the  defence  of 
the  kingdom  :  he  verily  believed  he  heard  him 
speak  something  to  this  purpose. 

The  Earl  of  Holland  gave  evidence  nearly 
to  the  same  effect. 

The  Earl  of  Northumberland's  examination 
was  read,  in  support  of  the  latter  part  of  the 
twenty-third  article.  It  stated,  that  Lord  Straf- 
ford had  said,  "  In  case  of  necessity,  for  the 
defence  and  safety  of  the  kingdom,  if  the  peo- 
ple refuse  to  supply  the  King,  the  King  is  ab- 
solved from  rules  of  government,  and  His 
Majesty  is  acquitted  before  God  and  man." 
AnotKer  part  of  the  examination  stated,  that 
Lord  Strafford  declared,  in  His  Majesty's  pre- 
sence, that  the  design  was  to  land  the  Irish 
army  in  the  western  parts  of  Scotland  ;  but  he 
did  not"  remember  to  have  heard,  that  these 
forces  or  any  other  were  to  be  employed  in  this 
kingdom.- *-  **  ^  -    »* 

VOL.  I.  M 
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Sir  H.  Vane  was  called  again  to  speak  to  the 
words,  set  forth  in  the  twenty-third  article.  He 
said,  he  would  ingenuously  deliver  what  he 
before  deposed,  always  reserving  to  himself 
«<  words  to  the  same  eject ;"  and  protested,  that 
he  had  never,  in  the  whole  course  of  his  life, 
loved  to  tell  an  untruth,  n^uch  less  in  that  ho« 
nourable  assembly.  '^  It  is  true,''  said  he,  **  the 
words,  I  am  to  testify,  were  spoken  at  the 
committee  for  the  Scotch  affidrs,  at  a  debate^ 
when  the  question  of  a  defensive  or  offensive 
war  was  discussed.  Lord  Strafford  then  said, 
in  a  discourse,  **  Your  Majesty  having  tried  all 
ways  and  being  refused,  in  a  case  of  this  ex« 
treme  necessity,  and  for  the  safety  of  the  king- 
dom, you  are  acquitted  before  God  and  man* 
You  have  an  army  in  England  which  you  may 
employ  here  to  reduce  this  kingdom  j"  or  he 
spoke  some  "words  to  this  effect.  And  this,  said 
the  witness,  is  the  truth,  to  my  best  remem- 
brance, if  it  were  the  last  hour  I  had  to  speak. 
He  was  asked  to  repeat;,  what  Lord  Strafford  had 
spoken ;  when  the  witness  said,  that  there  was 
a  debate,  whether  there  should  be  an  offensive 
or  defensive  war  with  Scotland :  he  the»  re- 
peated his  former  account,  varying  a  little  at 
the  conclusion,  and  afiSrming  that  Lord  Straf* 
ford  used  these  words,  "  You  have  an  army  in 
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Ireland,   you  may  employ  it  to  reduce  Mi^ 
kingdom.*'  [Note  C] 

Lord  Strafford  then  entered  upon  his  answer 
to  these  articles.  He  explained  some  of  the 
expressions  imputed  to  him,  justified  others, 
pointed  out  contradictions  in  the  evidencie  of 
the  several  vdtnesses,  and  argued,  that,  even 
if  all  the  words  were  clearly  proved,  they 
would  not  be  treasonable.  He  urged,  that  he 
had  only  given  his  Opinion  in  the  same  mtmner 
as  other  lords  of  the  council,  and  as  they  were 
all  required  to  do.  That,  as  a  war  had  been 
resolved  on,  and  the  question,  put  to  the 
members  of  the  council,  was,  whether  the  one 
mode  of  carrying  it  on  or  the  other  were 
most  advisable,  he  was  bound  to  deliver  his 
opinion  honestly  and  freely,  and  that  in  this 
there  could  not  be  treason.  That  reasons  were 
given  on  the  one  side  as  well  as  on  the  other, 
and  he  was  as  free  from  error  or  offence,  as 
those  who  differed  from  him  in  opinion.  That 
the  words  were  used  by  him  only  in  the  way 
of  argument,  in  common  discourse,  or  at  the 
pouncil-table,  and  nothing  was  done  to  carry 
them  into  effect.  That  as  to  the  words,  im- 
porting advice  to  invade  England  by  the  army 
in  Ireland,  he  had  never  used  such  words,  nor 
ever  conceived  such  an  idea. 
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It  was  proved  by  witnesses,  on  behalf  of 
Lord  StralSbrd,  that  there  was  not  any  design 
to  land  the  Irish  army  in  England^  but  in  Scot- 
land ;  and  that  Lord  Strafibrd,  with  others  of 
the  council,  approved  of  this  plan. 

The  Earl  of  Northumberland,  Marquis  of 
Hamilton,  the  Lord  Treasurer,  Lord  Cotting- 
ton,  (who  were  present  at  the  time,  when  the 
words  were  alleged  to  have  been  uttered,) 
Stated,  that  they  did  not  hear  Lord  Strafford 
use  such  words,  or  any  to  that  effect. 

Lord  Cottington  and  the  Marquis  of  Ham«- 
ilton  stated,  that  they  had  heard  Lord  Straf- 
ford declare  to  the  King  his  opinion,  that  the 
kingdom  could  not  be  happy  without  a  good 
understanding  between  the  King  and  his  peo- 
ple. And  Lord  Cottington  said,  the  advice, 
which  Lord  Strafibrd  gave  to  the  King  on 
the  exercise  of  his  prerogative,  was,  that  he 
should  employ  it  candid^  et  castL  The  ex- 
amination of  the  Earl  of  Northumberland 
stated  the  same,  adding,  that  Lord  Strafford 
said,  an  account  ought  to  be  given  to  Parlia- 
ment as  to  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative, 
that  Parliament  might  see  how  it  had  been 
used. 

Lord  Strafford  defended  himself  with  great 
spirit  and  force   of  argument   against    the 
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charge  of  having  spoken  the  words  imputed 
to  him.  "  Shall  words,'^  said  he,  "  spoken  by 
way  of  argument,  in  common  discourse  be« 
tween  man  and  man,  when  nothing  has  been 
done  upon  them,  shall  such  bare  words  be 
brought  against  a  man,  and  charged  on  him 
as  high  treason  ?  God  forbid,  that  we  shotdd 
ever  live  to  see  such  an  example  in  this  king- 
dom. Jf  words,  spoken  to  friends  in  familiar 
discourse,  spoken  in  one's  chamber,  spoken  at 
one's  table,  spoken  in  one's  sick-bed,  spoken 
perhaps  to  gain  clearer  light  and  judgment  by 
reasoning.  -  if  these  can  be  brought  against  a 
man  as  treason,  all  intercourse,  all  confidence, 
all  the  comfort  of  human  society  are  destroyed. 
Let  no  man  henceforth  venture  to  impart  his 
solitary  thoughts  to  his  friend  or  neighbour." 
Then  adverting  to  the  words,  alleged  to  have 
been  spoken  by  him  at  the  council-table; 
^*  These  words,"  said  he,  **  were  not  wantonly 
or  unnecessarily  spoken,  or  whispered  in  a 
comer ;  but  they  were  spoken  in  fiill  council, 
where,  bytheduty  of  myoath,  I  was  obliged  to 
speak  according  to  my  heart  and  conscience, 
in  all  things  concerning  the  King's  service. 
If  I  had  forborne  to  speak  what  I  conceived 
to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  King  and  the  peo- 
ple, I  had  been  perjured  towards  Almighty 
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God.  And  for  delivering  my  mind  openly 
and  freely,  shall  I  be  in  danger  of  my  life, 
as  a  traitx>r  ?  If  that  necessity  be  put  upon 
me,  I  thank  God,  by  his  blessing  I  have 
learned,  not  to  stand  in  fear  cf  him  who  can 
only  kill  the  body.  If  the  question  be,  whether 
I  must  be  traitor  to  man,  or  peijured  to  God, 
I  will  be  faithful  to  my  Creator.  And  what- 
soever shall  befall  me  from  popular  rage  or 
from  my  own  weakness,  I  must  leave  it  to 
that  Almighty  Being,  and  to  the  justice  and 
honor  of  my  judges. 

**My  Lords,  I  conjure  you  not  to  make 
yovrselves  so  unhappy,  as  to  disable  your* 
selves  and  your  children  from  undertaking  the 
great  charge  and  trust  of  the  commonwealth* 
You  inherit  that  trust  from  your  fathers; 
you  are  bom  to  great  thoughts;  you  are 
nursed  up  for  the  great  and  weighty  employ- 
ments of  the  kingdom.  But  if  it  be  once  ad- 
mitted^  that  a  counsellor,  delivering  his  opinion 
with  others  at  the  council-table,  candidi  et 
casti,  under  an  oath  of  secrecy  and  faithful- 
ness, shall  be  brought  into  question^  upon 
some  misapprehension  or  ignorance  of  law  — 
if  every  word,  that  he  speaks  from  a  sincere 
and  noble  intention,  shall  be  drawn  against 
him,  for  the  attainting  of*  him,  his  children  and 
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posterity—  I  khow  not  (under  favor  I  speak 
k,)  any  wise  or  noble  person  of  fortune,  who 
will^  upon  such  perilous  and  unsafe  terms,  ad- 
venture to  be  counsellor  to  the  King.  There- 
fore, I  beseech  your  lordshipi^  so  to  look  on 
me,  that  my  misfortune  may  not  bring  an  in- 
convenience upon  yourselves^  And  though 
my  words  were  not  so  advised  and  discreet,  oi^ 
30  well  weighed,  as  they  ought  to  be,  yet  I 
trust  your  lordships  are  too  honourable  and 
just,  to  lay  them  to  my  charge  as  high 
treason/' 

It  may  here  be  remarked,  that  the  evidence 
of  the  Privy  Counsellors,  which  was  brought 
forward,  against  Lord  Strafford,  for  the  pur» 
pose  of  proving  the  advice  given  by  him  at  the 
council-table,  when  he  was  acting  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  as  Privy  Counsellor,  appears, 
on  all  the  soundest  principles  of  evidence,  to 
have  been  inadmissible ;  or  perhaps,  it  might 
be  more  correct  to  say,  such  evidence  would 
now  be  considered  inadmissible  in  our  ordinary 
courts  of  law.  The  counsels  of  the  statei  to 
be  honest  and  free,  must  be  secret  and  secured 
&om  exposure.  If  mere  professional  commu- 
nications between  an  attorney  and  his  client  are 
not  to  be  revealed,  (that  men  may  consult  on 
their  private  affairs  with  safety,)  with  much 
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oiiore  jealous  care  should  the  state-counsels  be 
guarded,  and  respected  at  all  times  as  inviolable* 
The.  King,  in  this  instance,  we  are  informed, 
imadvisedly  consented  to  the  examination  of 
his  counsellors ;  and  therefore,  perhaps,  so  far 
as  regarded  himself^  might  absolve  them  from 
their  oath  of  office.  But  if  the  inviolability  of 
the  secrets  of  the  Privy  Council  be  a  principle 
of  evidence  established  in  our  courts  of  justice, 
and  founded  not  so  much  on  a  regard  to  the 
oath' taken  by  Privy  Counsellors,  as  on  a  con- 
sideration of  public  interests  and  of  state-policy, 
(that  the  most  important  public  business  and 
state-aflairs  may  be  debated  in  the  cabinet  with- 
out personal  danger,)  then  it  seems  to  follow, 
that  the  acquiescence  and  consent  on  the  part 
of  the  crown,  to  their  examination,  could  not 
absolve  them  from  the  established  law,  nor 
suspend,  or  in  any  manner  vary,  the  rule  of 
evidence. 

The  evils,  resulting  from  the  violation  of  this 
principle,  are  well  described  by  Lord  Claren*. 
don^  "The  damage,  was  not  to  be  expressed,** 
says  that  noble  historian,  "  and '  the  ruin, 
which  this  last  act  brought  to  the  King, 
was  irreparable.  For,  besides  that  it  was 
matter  of  horror  to  the  counsellors,  to  find 
that  they  might  be  arraigned  for  every  rash, 
every  inconsiderate^-every  imperious  expres- 
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sion  or  word,  they  had  used  th^re,  "(and  so 
made  them  more  engaged  to  servile  applica- 
tions,) it  banished  for  ever  all  future  freedom 
from  that  board  and  those  persons,  from 
whom  his  Majesty  was  to  expect  advice  in  his 
greatest  streights ;  all  men  satisfying  them- 
selves, that  they  were  no  more  obliged  to  de- 
liver their  opinions  there  freely,  when  they 
might  be  impeached  in  another  place  for  so 
doing.*'*  ' 

The  twenty.fifth  article  ohargedt,  that  Lord  Art.  ss. 
Strafford  advised  the  King  to  go  on  vigor- 
ously in  levying  ship-money,  and  threatened 
to  suei  in  the  star-chamber,  the  sheriffi  of 
several  counties,  for  not  levying-  It  further 
charged,  that  when  a  loan  of  100,000/.  was 
demanded  of  the  city  of  London,  the  Lord 
Mayor,  Sheriffs,  and  Aldermen  were  by  his 
advice  sent  for  to  the  council-table,  to  give  an 
account  of  their  furthering  the  loan  and  ship- 
money,  and' required  to  certify  the  names  of 
such  as  were  fit  to  lend ;  and,  on  their  refusing 
to  comply,  that  Lord  Strafford  said,  they  de- 
served to  be  put  to  fine  and  ransom,  and 
that  no  good  would  be  done  with  them,  till 
an  example  were  made  of  them,  and  till  they 
were  laid  by  the  heels,  and  some  of  the  alder- 
men hanged  up, 

*  Clar.  Hist.  1. 194.  f  Rushw.  p.  583. 
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'  The  Lord  Treasurer,  Sir  H.  Vane,  stated^ 
that  after  the  breaking  up  of  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, (that  is,  between  May  and  November, 
1640,)  Lord  Strafford  advised,  that  they  should 
go  on  vigorously  and  effectually  with  levying 
of  ship-money. 

A  witness  stated,  that  when  the  Aldermen 
were  called  to  the  council-table.  Lord  Stra& 
ford  told  them,  respecting  the  ship-money, 
that  they  would  never  do  their  duties  well,  till 
they  were  put  to  fine  and  ransom ;  and  added, 
^<You  shall  have  no  good  of  this  man,  (by 
which,  the  witness  supposed  the  Lord  Mayor 
was  meant),  till  he  be  laid  by  the  heels/' 

Lord  Berkshire  stated,  that  on  the  Alder« 
men  refusing  to  certify  the  names,  as  above 
mentioned.  Lord  Strafford  said,  that  in  his 
opinion  they  were  liable  to  fine  and  ransom, 
for  refusing  to  obey  the  King's  command  on 
this  occasion* 

Sir  Henry  Garaway,  who  had  been  Mayor 
of  London  in  the  preceding  year,  said,  he  had 
often  been  summoned  with  the  sherifli  to  at- 
tend the  council,  respecting  ship-money  and  a 
loan  from  the  city.  He  acquainted  his  Ma- 
jesty with  the  difficulties,  which  had  occurred 
in  raising  the  ship-money ;  first,  that  many  re- 
fused to  pay,  and  those,  who  had  paid,  thought 
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it  unequal  and  unjust,  that  they  should  pay 
whUe  others  went  free :  secondly,  that  it  was 
the  opinion  of  the  city,  that  a  writ  for  ship- 
money  and  a  writ  for  Parliament  did  not  well 
agree  together.     His  speaking  so  freely  and 
dealing  so  plainly  were  ill  received  by  the 
King,  and  Lord  Strafibrd  addressed  to  the  King 
these  words,  "Sir,  you  will  never  do  good 
with  this  man,  till  you  have  made  an  example 
of  him ;  unless  you  commit  him,  you  shall  do 
no  good.'*    As  to  the  money,  to  be  raised 
by  a  loan,  he  informed  his  Majesty  at  the 
same  time,  that  no  good  could  be  done ;  for, 
among  all  the  Aldermen,  he  could  not  prevaU 
upon  them  to  advance  above  6  or  7,000/.  at 
the  most.     That  they  declined  to  make  out  a 
list  of  the  monied  men,  or  to  certify  what 
every  man  was  fit  to  lend.    The  witness  said, 
he  had  himself  presented  the  stx-^nq,  the 
quatre-treSj  and  the  deux-un  men,  according  to 
their  quaUties :  but,  as  for  setting  a  rate  on 
men,  this  they  must,  with  his  Majesty's  per- 
mission, be  allowed  to  decline.    Upon  this. 
Lord  Strafford  burst  out  in  the  following  ex- 
pression,  "Sir,  you  will  never  do  good  to 
these  citizens  of  London,  till  you  have  made 
examples  of  some  of  the  Aldermen.*'    To 
the  best  of  my  recollection,  said  the  witness. 
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the  words  were,  "  unle^  you  hang  up  some 
of  them,  you  will  do  ^  no  good  upon  them/* 
This  was  the  substance,  the  witness  said,  of 
what  he  had  heard*  '^  Can  you  speak  this  posi- 
tively,*' asked  StraflTord.  "  It  is  a  good  while 
ago  ;  but  I  heard  the  words,  that  is  certain.'* 
^*  Was  I  the  person  who  spoke  thert,''  again 
asked  Strafford.  "  Your  Lordship  did  speak 
them." 

Lord  Strafford  requested  a  short  respite, 
assuring  the  Lords,  that  he  would  speak  with 
as  much  truth,  though  not  with  so  much  con- 
fidence, as  the  worthy  Mayor.  He  urged,  in 
his  defence,  that,  with  regard  to  his  advice  in 
the  affair  of  ship-money,  he  advised  only 
what  had  been  practised  for  three  or  four 
years  before  his  return  from  Ireland ;  and  if 
it  be  an  error,  he  was  led  into  it  by  the  prac- 
tice of  former  times,  and  by  the  judgments  of 
men  wiser  than  himself.  That  a  solemn  judg- 
ment, declaring  the  legality  of  ship-money,  Jbad 
been  delivered  by  the  judges  in  the  court  of 
^xchequer-chamber ;  that  it  was  not  for  him  to 
dispute  what  had  been  done ;  and  he  might  be 
forgiven  for  not  pretending  to  know  more  in 
other  men's  professions,  than  they  knew  them- 
selves. That  as  for  the  words,  imputing  a  me- 
nace of  fine  and  ransom,  he  confessed  he  had 
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said,  that,  in  his  opinion,  in  a  case  of  such  ur« 
gent  necessity  and  imminent  danger,  their  re- 
fusal might  perchance  make  them  liable  to  fine 
and  ransom ;  that  he  had  used  this  language  to 
hasten  and  speed  the  Lord  Mayor,  not  with 
any  intent  to  hurt  or  prosecute  him.  He 
wished,  that  he  had  not  uttered  them,  but  now, 
as  they  had  escaped  him,  he  trusted  they  would 
not  be  charged  against  him  as  a  crime  ;  and 
for  such  excess  of  speech,  he  hoped  to  be 
exc.used,  if  not  pardoned. 

Serjeant  Maynard,  in  reply,  laid  great  stress 
on  Lord  Strafford's  advice  in  the  business  of 
ship-money.  The  judgment  of  the  exche- 
quer-chamber, said  he,  was  against  law ;  none 
knew  better  than  the  accused  himself^  that 
the  levying  of  ship-money  was  illegal,  as  he  had 
taken  a  most  active  part  in  the  Petition  of 
Right :  and  his  conduct,  in  advising  such  a 
measure,  was  the  more  unjustifiable,  because 
he  gave  the  advice,  after  the  King  himself  had 
offered  to  abandon  all  claim  to  ship-money. 

Lord  Strafford,  iri  not  giving  his  denial  to 
the  charge  of  having  advised  the  levying  of 
ship-money,  appears  to  have  admitted  the 
fact}  and  this  was  one  of  the  circumstances 
pressed  most  heavily  against  him.  "  The  prin- 
cipal  crime,  objected  against  hiin,"  says  Rush- 
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worth,  **  was  his  attempt  to  subvert  that  ex» 
cellent  law  called  the  Petition  of  Right,  which 
he  himself  (especially  in  a  speech  made  by 
him  in  Parliament  on  22nd  March,  1627}) 
had  promoted  and  pressed  with  the  most  ar- 
dent zeal,  as  the  best  inheritance  he  could 
leave  to  his  posterity ;  and  all  the  laws  con- 
firmed and  renewed  in  that  Petition  of  Right, 
were  said  to  be  the  most  invenomed  arrows 
that  gave  him  his  mortal  wound.''* 

Art.  26.  The  principal,  and  only  charge  of  any  im- 
portance, in  the  twenty-sixth  article,  was,  that 
Lord  Strafford,  in  the  month  of  July,  1640, 
counselled  His  Majesty  two  dangerous  and 
wicked  projects,  namely,  to  seize  the  bullion 
and  money  in  the  mint,  and  to  debase  the 
coin  of  the  realm  with  the  mixture  of  brass } 
and  accordingly  he  procured  130,000/.  in  the 
mint  to  be  seized  to  His  Majesty's  uset. 
But  of  this  charge  there  was  not  the  slightest 
proof^  though  some  attempt  was  made  to 
prove  it. 

Art.  27.  The  twenty-seventh  article  chargedl,  that  the 
Earl  of  Strafford,  being  appointed  Lieutenant 
General  of  all  the  King's  forces  in  the  North 


*  Rushw.  Pref.  p.  4e.  f  Rush.  p.  590. 

t  Rush.  p.  601. 
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against  the  Scots,  did,  by  his  own  authority, 
and  without  any  lawful  warrant,  impose  a  tax 
on  his  Majesty's  subjects,  in  the  city  of  York, 
for  every  soldier  of  the  trained  bands  of  that 
county  J  which  he  caused  to  be  levied  by  force. 
And,  in  order  to  compel  obedience,  that  he 
threatened  to  commit  all  who  refused  to  pay, 
and  that  the  soldiers  should  be  satisfied  out  of 
their  estate. 

The  imposition  of  a  tax  for  the  support  of 
the  army  was  not  traced  by  any  distinct  evi- 
dence to  Lord  Strafford.  Even  if  there  were 
ground  for  supposing  him  to  have  been  in  any 
planner  concerned  in  imposing  such  a  tax,  it 
was  certain,  that  he  had  acted  in  the  business 
only  as  many  other  officers  of  the  government, 
by  the  express  command  of  the  King,  andjn 
pursuance  of  the  instructions  of  the  council- 
board. 

The  twenty-eighth  and  last  article  was  given  Art.  ss. 
up  by  the  Committee.  —  Thus,  at  length,  all 
these  numerous  and  multifarious  charges  have 
been  dispatched. 

The  case  on  the  part  of  the  prosecution  was 
now  closed,  after  having  occupied  fifteen 
days.  On  the  following  morning,  the  House 
of  Lords  was  informed,  by  the  Lieutenant  of 
the  Tower  and  an  attendant  of  Lord  Straf- 
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ford,  that  he  was  prevented  from  attending  by 
sudden  illness.  In  consequence  of  this,  a 
conference  was  appointed  between  the  two 
Houses,  at  which  the  Commons  represented  to 
the  Lords  the  urgent  necessities  of  the  king- 
dom, the  danger  of  delay,  andthe  length  of  time 
already  spent  in  the  trial ;  and  insisted,  that  it 
would  be  highly  prejudicial  to  the  country,  if 
more  time  were  to  be  consumed  in  the  business. 
They  concluded  -with  requesting,  that  a  day 
should  be  peremptorily  fixed,  for  the  hearing  of 
Lord  Strafford ;  and  if  he  would  not  attend 
at  the  appointed  time,  that  the  Lords  should 
proceed  to  hear  the  reply  to  the  whole  matter, 
and  that  the  Earl  should  afterwards  be  ex- 
cluded from  saying  any  thing  upon  the  facts 
of  the  case.  This  request  was  acceded 
to  by  the  Lords,  and  the  following  morning 
was  peremptorily  fixed  for  Lord  Strafford's 
defence.* 

On  the  following  morning  Lord  Strafford 
attended  to  enter  upon  his  defence.  At  this 
time,  before  he  began,  a  remarkable  occur- 
rence took  place,  which  is  supposed  to  have 
had  great  influence  on  the  fate  of  the  accused. 
Pym  produced  and  tendered  in  evidence  a 

I 
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written  paper,  in  the  hand-writing  of  Sir 
Henry  Vane,  the  Secretary  of  State,  purport- 
ing to  be  a  memorandum  of  opinions  de- 
livered at  the  council-table,  on  May  5th, 
1640,  the  day  when  the  last  Parliament  was 
dissolved.  This  paper  is  said  to  have  been 
discovered  in  the  following  manner:* 

Secretary  Vane,  being  out  of  town,  sent  a 
letter  to  his  son.  Sir  Henry  Vane,  then  in 
London,  with  the  key  of  his  study,  desiring 
his  son  to  look  in  his  cabinet  for  some  papers 
which  were  there,  and  to  send  them  to  his 
father.  The  son,  looking  over  many  papers, 
among  tliem  lighted  upon  the  notes,  which,  be- 
ing of  great  concern  to  the  publick,  and  de- 
claring so  much  against  the  Earl  of  Strafford, 
he  held  himself  bound  in  duty  and  conscience 
to  discover.  He  showed  them  to  Pym,  who 
urged  him,  and  prevailed  upon  him,  that 
they  might  be  made  use  of  in  evidence  against 
the  Earl  of  Strafford,  as  being  most  material 
and  of  great  consequence  with  reference  to 
that  business.  Accordingly  they  were  now 
produced,  and  read  in  evidence. 

The  title  of  the  notes  was  in  thede  words, 
**  No  danger  of  a  war  with  Scotland,  if  offen- ; 

*  Wbitelock  Mem.  p.  43. 
VOL.  I.  N 
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sive    not    defensive/*     Then   followed    the 
opinions  given  at  the  council  table*. 

K.  C.  (King  Charles.)  How  can  we  un- 
dertake  an  offensive  war,  if  we  have  no 
money  ? 

L.L, !•  (Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.)  Bor- 
row  of  the  city  10,000/.  Go  on  vigorously  to 
levy  ship-money.  Your  Majesty  having  tried 
the  affection  of  your  people,  you  are  absolved, 
and  loose  from  all  rule  of  government,  to 
do  what  power  will  admit.  Your  Majesty, 
having  tried  all  ways,  and  being  refused, 
shall  be  acquitted  before  God  and  man,  and 
you  have  an  army  in  Ireland,  that  you  may 
employ  to  reduce  this  kingdom  to  obedience, 
for  I  am  confident  the  Scots  cannot  hold  out 
five  months. 

L.  Arch.  (Archbishop  Laud.)  You  have 
tried  all  ways,  and  have  always  been  denied ; 
it  is  now  lawful  to  take  it  by  force. 

L.  Cott.  (Lord  Cottington.)  Leagues 
abroad  there  may  be  made,  for  the  defence  of 
the  kingdom.  The  Lower  House  are  weary 
of  the  King  and  church.  All  ways  shall  be 
just  to  raise  money  by,  in  this  inevitable  ne* 
cessity,  and  are  to  be  used,  being  lawful. 

*  Pari.  Hist.  vol.  ii.  p.  74t5« 
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L.  Arch.  (Archbishop  Laud.)  For  an  of- 
fensive, not  any  defensive  war. 

L.  L.  I.  (Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.) 
The  town  is  full  of  Lords.  Put  the  .commis- 
sion of  array  on  foot,  and  if  any  of  them  stir, 
we  will  make  them  smart. 

In  answer  to  this  paper,  Lord  Strafford 
urged*,  that  it  would  be  hard  measure  upon 
him,  if  he  should  be  prosecuted,  on  a  charge 
of  high  treason,  for  opinions  and  discourses 
delivered  in  a  debate  at  the  council-board. 
That  as  to  the  words,  "  the  King  had  an  army 
in  Ireland  to  reduce  this  kingdom,**  he  had  be- 
fore denied,  and  now  again  solemnly  denied, 
that  he  had  ever  advised  the  King  to  employ 
the  Irish  army  against  England ;  and  asserted, 
that  there  never  had  been  any  intention  of 
landing  the  Irish  army  in  England,  as  the 
Lords  of  the  Council  had  already  attested. 

These  notes  of  Sir  Henry  Vane,  upon  which 
so  much  stress  was  laid,  and  which  are  suppos- 
ed to  have  produced  a  great  effect  on  the  fate 
of  Lord  Strafford,  unquestionably  ought  not  to 
have  been  admitted.  They  were  not  in  the 
nature  of  original  evidence;  for  the  writer 
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himself  might  have  been  called  as  a  witness, 
to  speak  to  the  &ct8  therein  stated,  and  his 
testimony  was  the  only  primaiy  and  legitimate 
proof,  which  could  be  resorted  to.    Even  if 
the  notes  could  be  looked  upon  as  equivalent 
to  the  testimony  of  a  sworn  witness,    they 
would    still    be    objectionable    on    another 
ground,    as  a  disclosure  of  the  secrets  of 
a  cabinet-council,   which,  for  reasons  men- 
tioned in  a  former  page,  ought  to  have  been 
sacred    and    inviolable.        Nor   were    they 
evidence    in    confirmation    of    the    account 
given  by  Sir  Henry  Vane :  he  had  given  his 
evidence,   independentiy  of  the  notes,   and 
without  referring  to  them  for  confirmation 
or  support.      The  only  form,  in  which  the 
paper  could  have  been  properly  used  at  all, 
was  as  written  memoranda^  for  the  purpose 
of  refreshing  the  memory  of  the  writer,  if 
his  memory  had  required  it;    but,  it  is  re- 
markable, that  Sir  Henry  Vane  did  not  refer 
to  them  during  his  examination,  nor  did  he 
once  mention  that  he  had  written  the  paper, 
or  that  he  had  such  a  paper  in  his  posses- 
sion. 
Defence.         Lord  Strafford,  on  the  following  day,  rose 
to  make  his  defence.     He  began  by  advert- 
ing to. the  situation  in  which  he  stood,— alone 
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and  unsupported,  opposed  by  the  whole  au- 
thority and  powa*  of  the  Commons,  his  health 
impaired,  his  memory  fatigued,  his  thoughts 
unquiet  and  troubled ;  and  he  prayed  the 
House  to  supply  his  many  iidfirmities  by  their 
better  abilities,  better  judgments,  and  better 
memories.  "You  alone,'*  said  he,  "I  ac- 
knowledge, with  all  gladness  and  humility,  as 
my  judges.  The  King  condemns  no  man : 
the  great  operation  of  his  sceptre  is  mercy  : 
he  dispenses  justice  by  his  ministers :  but,  with 
reverence  be^  it  spoken,  he  is  not  my  judge, 
nor  are  the^Commons  my  judges,  in  this  case 
of  life  and  death.  To  your  judgment  alone, 
my  Lords,  I  submit  myself  in  all  cheerful- 
ness. I  have  great  cause  to  give  thanks  to 
God  for  this,  and  celebrated  be  the  wisdom 
of  our  ancestors  who  have  so  ordained.'* 

He  argued  with  great  force  against  the 
charge  of  treason,  which  had  been  pressed 
against  him.  There  is  a  special  difference, 
he  said,  between  misdemeanors,  felonies,  and 
treasons;  they  are  distinct  o£fences:  how 
is  it  possible,  then,  diat  any  number  of  mis* 
demeanors  should  make  a  felony,  or  a  huor 
dred  felonies  make  one  treason.  The  proof 
of  any  number  of  charges,  which  are  not 
treascmabje,  cannot  conduce  to  the  proof  of 

n3 


182  THE   TRIAL    OF 

treason.  If  there  is  no  treason  in  any  one 
part,  how  is  it  possible  there  can  be  treason 
in  all  the  parts  taken  together.  The  ac- 
cumulation of  inferior  offences  cannot  com- 
pose a  different  offence  of  a  higher  kind.  The 
thing  is  impossible,  and  contrary  both  to  law 
and  reason.  Even  if  all  the  offences,  described 
in  the  articles,  should  be  taken  to  amount 
to  an  endeavour  to  subvert  the  fundamental 
laws  of  the  realm,  (which  was  the  treasonable 
charge  specified  in  the  articles,  and  pressed 
against  him  vehemently  by  the  Commons,) 
even  in  that  case,  he  argued,  the  offence 
would  not  amount  to  high  treason.  The 
statute  of  Edward  III.  is  explicit  and  clear ; 
many  treasons  are  there  described ;  but  among 
them  there  is  not  to  be  found  this,  of  endea- 
vouring to  subvert  the  fundamental  laws.  He 
had  searched  the  statute  book,  he  had  inquired 
of  the  common  law,  but  could  find  no  such 
treason  as  this,  either  in  the  one  or  in  the  other. 
Such  constructive  and  arbitrary  treasons  had 
long  been  strangers  in  the  common-wealth: 
he  trusted,  they  would  still  continue  so,  by  the 
wisdom  and  justice  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

"  Where,*'  said  Lord  Strafford,  in  conclu- 
sion, "  where  has  this  fire  lain  hid  for  so  many 
centuries,  that  no  smoke  should  appear,  till 
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it  burst  forth  now,  to  consume  me  and  my 
children  ?  Hard  it  is,  extremely  hard, 
that  a  punishment  should  precede  the  pro- 
mulgation of  a  law.  Better  it  were  to  live 
under  no  law  at  all,  conforming,  as  best  we 
may,  to  the  will  of  an  arbitrary  master,  than 
flatter  ourselves  with  the  thought  of  living 
under  the  protection  of  law,  while  at  any 
moment  we  are  liable  to  suffer  for  actions, 
which,  at  the  time  they  were  committed,  that 
very  law  did  not  declare  to  be  criminal.  No 
man  living  could  be  safe,  if  that  should  be 
admitted.  It  is  hard,  that  there  is  no  mark 
set  upon  this  offence,  no  sign  by  which  we 
'may  know  it,  no  warning  by  which  we  may 
avoid  it.  If  I  sail  upon  the  Thames,  and 
split  my  vessel  on  an  anchor,  where  there  is 
no  buoy  to  give  me  warning,  the  party  shall 
pay  me  damages ;  but  if  a  buoy  be  set  there, 
every  man  passes  at  his  own  peril.  Where  is 
the  mark  set  upon  this  crime  ?  where  is  the 
token,  by  which  it -could  be  discovered?  If  it 
be  not  marked,  if  it  be  concealed  under 
water,  no  wisdom  in  man  can  rescue  him 
from  destruction.  L  e  t  us  abandon  all  fore- 
thought, and  trust  to  some  special  interposi- 
tion of  providence ;  for  this  alone  can  preserve 
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us»  if  you  condemn  without  notice,  and  punish 
without  law. 

"  For  the  sake  of  yourselves,  my  Lords,  for 
the  sake  of  the  Peerage  of  England,  suffer  npt 
yourselves  to  be  misled  by  such  strange  con- 
structions and  subtleties  of  law.  Expose  not 
yourselves  to  such  moot  points.  If  there  must 
be  a  trial  of  wits,  at  least  let  it  not  be,  wh^e 
your  lives  and  honours  are  involved.  We  are 
told,  that,  in  the  primitive  times,  the  first  cob^ 
verts  to  Christianity  brought  in  their  books  of 
ciirious  art,  and  destroyed  them  in  the  flames. 
And  it  will  he  your  wdsdom,  to  cast  from  you 
into  the  fire  those  bloody  and  naysterious  vo- 
iumes  of  constructive  and  arbitrary  treasons^ 
Sand  to  betake  yourselves  to  the  plain  letter  of 
the  statute,  which  points  out,  where  the  ctime 
is,  and  how  you  may^avoid  it.  Seek  not  to  be 
more  learned  than  your  fathers  before  you,  in 
those  killing  and  destructive  arts. 

**  It  is  now  full  two  hundred  and  fifly  years, 
since  any  man  has  been  touched  for  thid  al- 
leged crime,  to  this  height,  before  mysdf. 
We  have  lived,  my  Lords,  happily  to  our- 
selves at  home  —  we  have  lived  glcn-iously 
abrroad  to  the  world ;  let  us  be  cont^  with 
that  which  our  fathers  left  us.    Let  us  nisit 
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e(WBke  those  sleeping  lions,  to  our  destruc- 
tion, by  raking  up  a  few  musty  old  records, 
whdch  have  lain  by  the  wall  for  so  many  ages, 
forgotten  or  neglected. 

«  My  Lords,  this  troubles  me  extremely, 
lest  it  should  be  my  misfortune  (for  iny  sins, 
not  for  my  treasons),  to  be  the  means  of  intro- 
ducing a  precedent,  so  fatal  to  the  laws  of  my 
country.  I  beseech  you  not  to  wound  through 
mBy  the  Commonweallfi  of  England.  The 
gentlemen  at  the  bar,  indeed,  say,  they  speak 
for  the  Commonwealth ;  and,  doubtless,  they 
believe  it  true ;  yet,  under  favour,  it  is  I, 
who,  in  this  particular,  speak  for  th^  Common- 
wealth. For  the  inconveniences  ajsid  miseries, 
which  must  ensue  an  such  a  precedent,  will 
be  so  great,  that  the  kingdom  must  in  u 
few  y^ars  be  reduced  to  the  unhappy  con- 
dition described  in  a  statute  of  Henry  IV. ; 
men  wUl  not  know  what  to  do,  or  what  to  say. 

M  Impose  »ot,  my  Lords,  such  difficulties  on 
ministers  of  state,  that  they  can  hot  serve 
their  King  and  country  with  cheerfulness  and 
security.  If  you  weigh  and  measure  them 
by  grains  and  soruples,  your  strictsiess  will  be 
intolerable ;  the  pubUc  affiirs  of  the  kingdom 
win  lie  waste,  and  no  man  wiU  engage  in  them, 
who  has  honour  and  fortune  to  lose. 
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"  My  Lords,  I  have  now  troubled  your 
Lordships,  —  longer  than  I  should  have  done, 
were  it  not  for  the  interest  of  those  dear 
pledges,  which  a  saint  in  heaven  left  me.  I 
should  be  loth,  my  Lords**— here  his  weeping 
stopped  him.— "What  I  forfeit  myself,  is 
nothing ;  but  that  my  indiscretion  should  ex- 
tend to  my  posterity,  wounds  me  to  the  very 
soul.  You  will  be  pleased  to  pardon  my  in- 
firmity. Something  I  should  have  added,  but 
am  not  able,  —  therefore  let  it  pass. 

"  And  now,  my  Lords,  for  myself,  I  thank 
God  I  have  been,-by  his  good  blessing  towards 
me,  taught,  that  the  afflictions  of  this  present 
life  are  not  to  be  compared  with  that .  eternal 
weight  of  glory,  which  shall  be  revealed  here- 
after. And  so,  my  Lords,  even  so,  with  all 
humility,  and  with  all  tranquillity  of  mind,  I  do 
submit  myself  clearly  and  freely  to  your  judg- 
ment )  and  whether  that  judgment  shall  be  of 
life  or  death,  Te  Deum  laudamtis,  Te  Doml' 
num  confitemur**  * 

"  Certainly,"  says  Whitelock,  "  never  any 
man  acted  such  a  part  on  such  a  theatre  with 
more  wisdom,  constancy  and  eloquence,  with 
greater  reason,  judgment,  and  temper,  than 

*  llushw.  659.    Whitelock,  44. 
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this  great  and  excellent  person;  and  he 
moved  the  hearts  of  all  his  auditors  (some  few 
excepted)  to  remorse  and  pity/**  This  tes- 
timony  is  the  more  striking  and  unexception- 
able, as  Whitelock  was  one  of  the  Committee 
of  Managers,  who  had  the  conduct  of  the  pro- 
secution. He  must,  indeed,  be  incapable  of 
being  touched  by  what  is  grand  in  the  human 
character,  (whatever  may  be  his  prepossessions 
respecting  the  individual,) — who  can  lookwith 
indifference  on  the  spectacle  here  exhibited : 
— a  great  man,  fallen  in  his  fortunes,  stand- 
ing alone  and  unsupported,  maintaining  a 
contest,  for  many  successive  days,  against  the 
united  force  of  such  powerful  enemies ;  not 
once  surprised,  or  dismayed ;  seldom  equalled 
in  argument,  always  superior  in  temper,  elo- 
quence, and  dignity. 

Pym  made  a  speech  in  reply  to  that  of  Lord  Repfy. 
Strafford ;  Glyn  also  spoke  at  great  length.t 
They  waived  the  consideration  of  all  questions 
of  law;  as  they  were  afterwards  to  be  discussed 
by  counsel.  Their  speeches  abounded  chiefly 
with  general  invective.  They  imputed  to  Lord 
Strafford  all  the  dangerous  practices,  which  had 


*  Whitelock,  44.  f  Rushw.  661  •  770. 
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been  of  late  carried  on  against  tiie  peace  and 
safety  of  the  kingdom;  the  encouragement  of 
ps^ists,  the  increase  of  popery,  the  innovation 
in  religion,  the  usurpations  of  the  clergy,  and 
thie  heavy  taxation  of  the  people.  "  We  have 
passed  through  our  evidence,*'  said  Pym,  "and 
the  result  of  all  this  is,  that  it  remains  clearly 
proved,  that  the  EarJ  of  Strafford  has  endea* 
voured  by  his  words,  actions,  and  counsels  to 
subvert  the  fundamental  laws  of  England  and 
Ireland;  and  to  introduce  an  arbitrary  and 
tyrannical  government/'  One  extract  may 
be  given  from  the  speech  of  Glyn,  as  a  speci- 
men of  his  style ;  which  exhibits  a  striking 
contrast  to  the  sustained  dignily  of  Lord 
Strafford.  ^*  You  have  here,"  said  Glyn  at 
the  dose  of  his  speech,  "  my  Lord  Straf- 
ford questioned  for  high  treason,  for  going 
about  to  subvert  the  fundamental  laws  of 
both  kingdoms;  in  defence  whereof  your 
noble  ancestors  spent  their  lives  and  bloods. 
My  Lords,  you  are  the  sons  of  these  fathers, 
and  the  same  blood  nms  in  your  veins,  that 
did  in  theirs;  and  I  am  confident,  you  wifl 
ioot  think  him  fit  to  live,  who  goes  about  to 
destroy  that  which  protects  your  lives,  and 
preserves  your  estates  and  liberties.  My 
Lords,  you  have  the  complaints  of  three  king- 
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doms  presented  before  you  against  this  g;i?eat 
person ;  whereby  your  Lordships  perceive, 
that  a  great  storm  of  distemper  and  destruction 
has  hL  raiseO.  which  threatens  the  ruin  and 
destruction  of  all.  The  Commons,  with  much 
pains  and  diligence,  and  to  their  great  expence, 
have  discovered  the  Jonas,  that  is  the  occa- 
sion  of  this  tempest.  They  have  discharged 
their  consciences,  as  much  as  in  them  lay,  to 
cast  him  out  of  the  ship  and  allay  this  tempest. 
They  expect  and  are  confident,  your  Lordshipis 
will  perfect  the  work,  and  that  with  expedition, 
lest,  with  the  continuance  of  the  storm,  ship, 
tackling,  and  mariners,  church  and  common- 
weaTth,  be  ruined  and  destroyed.*' 

Before  these  judicial  proceedings  were  Bill  of  At- 
concluded,  another  measure  was  set  on  foot,  *"'*°®'' 
of  a  legislative  kind,  against  Lord  Strafford. 
A  biU  of  attainder  was  brought  forward  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  on  tlie  same  day  on 
which  the  writing  of  Sir  H.  Vane  was  tendered 
in  evidence  ;  and  was  read  on  that  day  for  the 
first  time.  *  Within  four  days  afterwards  it  was 
read  a  second  time.f  On  the  following  morn- 
ing a  conference  took  place  between  the  two 
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houses ;  at  which  the  members,  appointed  to 
manage  the  business  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mons, represented  to  the  Lords,  that,  as  the 
evidence  of  facts  had  been  given,  it  was  pro. 
posed  to  proceed  by  way  of  bill,  which  would 
not  in  any  manner  interfere  with,  or  oppose 
the  other  proceedings  then  in  progress.  At 
this  conference  the  Lords  would  not  finally 
resolve,  how  the  trial  should  proceed.  The 
Commons  appear  to  have  felt  not  a  little  re- 
sentment at  this  hesitation  of  the  Upper  House. 
They  passed  an  unanimous  resolution  on  the 
following  day  to  this  efiect,  —  that  it  had  been 
suflSciently  proved,  that  Lord  Strafford  had  en- 
deavoured to  subvert  the  ancient  and  funda- 
mental laws  of  these  realms  of  England  and 
Ireland,  and  to  introduce  an  arbitrary  and  ty- 
rannical government  against  law.  *  The  day 
after  this  resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
Lord  Strafford's  counsel  was  allowed  to  ar- 
gue the  question  of  law,  whether  the  charge, 
set  forth  in  the  articles  of  impeachment, 
amounted  to  the  crime  of  treason;  being 
first  strictly  enjoined  not  to  meddle  with  the 
fajcts  of  the  case,  t    Lane  argued  on  behalf 


*  Pari,  Hist,  vol,  ii.  749.     Rushw.  48. 
t  3  Howell,  St.  Tr.  1472. 
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of  Lord  Strafford     The  substance  of  his  ar- 
gument was,  as  follows : 

Lane  argued  first,  that  Lord  Strafford  had  Argument 
not  been  guilty  of  treason,  within  the  letter  of  Strafford. 
the  Stat,  of  25  Ed.  3.  He  had  not  conspired 
the  death  of  the  King  :  he  had  not  levied  war 
against  the  King ;  he  had  not  adhered  to  the 
King's  enemies.  He  was  not  even  charged  with 
any  such  treason,  in  the  articles  of  impeach- 
ment ;  and  such  a  crime  had  not  been  once 
alleged  against  him  by  his  prosecutors.  On 
the  letter  of  the  statute,  therefore,  he  stood 
clear.  Nor  could  his  case  be  brought  within 
this  statute,  by  construction  or  inference.  For 
the  statute,  being  declaratory  and  penal,  must 
be  construed  strictly,  and  to  the  very  letter. 
In  support  of  his  argument,  for  a  strict  con- 
struction  of  the  statute,  he  referred  to  an  act 
of  the  13th  year  of  Eliz.,  which  made  the 
bringing  over  into  this  country  bulls  from 
Rome,  to  stir  up  mutiny  and  rebelUon,  pun- 
ishable as  treason ;  whence  he  argued,  that  the 
o£fence  was  not  treason  antecedently  to  the 
passing  of  this  act :  and  this  was  also  an  in- 
stance, to  shew  that  the  stat.  of  Edw.  3.  had 
not  been  strained,  and  ought  not  to  be  strain- 
ed beyond  its  letter,  by  construction. 

With  regard  to  the  main  charge  brought 
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against  Lord  Straflford;  that  of  endeavour- 
ing to  subvert  the  fundamental  laws  of  the 
kingdom,  he  observed  first,  that  one  or 
more  acts  of  injustice,  whether  maliciously 
or  ignorantly  done,  could  not,  in  anj  legal 
sense,  be  called  a  subversion  of  the  fiinda^ 
mental  laws ;  and  then  argued,  that  the  of- 
fence, great  as  it  unquestionably  was,  and 
deseiTing  of  a  heavy  punishment,  could  not 
be  taken  to  amount  to  treason.  For  this  he 
cited  several  decided  cases.  First,  the  case 
of  the  Duke  of  Suffolk,  who  was  charged  by 
the  House  of  Commons  with  articles  of  high 
treason,  in  the  28tb  year  of  Hen.  6.,  for  giving 
the  King  bad  advice,  for  debasing  the  coiny 
for  sessing  men  of  war,  for  giving  out  sum- 
mary decrees,  for  imposing  taxes,  for  corrupt- 
ing the  fountain  of  justice,  for  persuading  the 
King  to  unnecessary  war,,  and  giving  up  An- 
jou  in  France.  On  these  charges,  which 
nearly  resembled  those  against  Lord  Strafford, 
he  was  triedfbr  high  treason,  in  havii^  wronged 
the  subject,  and  for  subverting  the  fundamental 
laws  of  the  kingdom,  yet,  after  long  considera- 
tion, the  matter  was  found  by  the  Lords  in 
Parliament  to  imply  only  felony,  and  not  trea- 
son.  Secondly,  he  cited  a  case,  in  the  23d  of 
Hen.  8.  j  where  a  person  was  tried  for  subvert- 
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ing  the  English  laws,  but  not  charged  with  tresu 
son.  Thirdly,  he  referred  to  the  case  of  one 
Latkes,  who  was  charged  with  treason  for  sub- 
verting the  law ;  and  it  was  adjudged  not  to  be 
treason.  It  is  to  be  observed,  also,  said  Lane, 
that  Lord  Strafford  is  not  charged  with  having 
actually  subverted,  but  only  with  intending  to 
subvert,  the  fundamental  laws ;  now,  though  an 
intention  to  kill  the  King  is  treason,  yet,  in 
all  other  kinds  of  treason,  the  bare  intent  is 
not  treason,  and  there  must  be  action  besides 
intention.  An  intent  to  levy  war  against  the 
King,  an  intent  to  counterfeit  the  King's 
great  seal  or  the  King's  money,  are  not  trea- 
sonable ;  nor  can  the  intent  to  subvert  the 
fundamental  laws,  if  not  carried  into  action, 
be  construed  to  amount  to  treason,  within  the 
meaning  of  the  statute  of  Edward.  If,  then. 
Lord  Strafibrd  is  not  guilty  of  treason,  on  the 
statute  of  Edw.  3.  he  is  not  guilty  of  treason 
at  all ;  for  there  is  not  any  treason,  which  is 
not  comprehended  in  that  statute. 

He  then  proceeded  to  argue  upon  the  effect 
of  the  clause  in  the  statute  of  treasons,  which, 
it  was  supposed,  would  be  pressed  against  Lord 
Strafford ;  namely  the  proviso,  that  if,  on  a 
trial  before  a  judge,  a  case,  not  specified  in  the 
statute,  should  be  supposed  to  be  treason,  the 
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judge  shall  not  give  judgment  of  treason^  till 
it  is  declared  by  the  King  and  his  Parliament, 
whether  the  case  is  treason  or  felony :  and  hk 
submitted  to  the  Lords,  that,  notwithstanding 
this  clause,  they  could  not  justly  declare  him 
guilty  of  high  treason.  For,  though  in  the 
time  of  Richard  2.,  several  instances  had  oc- 
curred, of  persons  being  adjudged  by  Parlij^ 
ment  to  be  traitors,  expressly  under  that  proviso^ 
and  not  for  any  treasons  specified  in  the  act,  yet 
all  such  parliamentary  adjudications  had  been 
afterwards  annulled  by  a  statute  passed  in  the 
1st  year  of  Hen.  4.,  which  provided  that  thence- 
forth treason  should  be  judged  not  otherwise 
than  was  ordained  by  the  statute  of  Edw.  S. ; 
and  afterwards  by  the  statute  of  1st  Mary,  c«  1«, 
treason  was  again  reduced  to  the  same  stand- 
ard. So  that^the  salvo  or  proviso  in  the  statute 
of  Edw.  8.  had  been  repealed,  and  the  trea- 
sons, specified  in  that  statute,  were  the  only 
treasons,  for  which  any  person  could  be  legally 
tried  or  condemned.  * 

On  the  next  day  of  meeting,  the  House  of 
Commons  unanimously  resolved,  that  the  en- 
deavour of  the  Earl  of  StrajQTord  to  subvert  the 
ancient  and  fundamental  laws  of  the  realm  of 
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England  and  Ireland,  and  to  introduce  an' 
arbitrary  and  tjrrannical  government  against 
law  in  both  these  kingdoms,  is  high  treason.  * 
Thus,  having  before  settled  the  matter  of  fact, 
they,  now  settled  for  themselves  the  matter  of 
law.  And  on  the  second  day  after  this  reso- 
lution, the  biU  of  attainder  was  carried  through 
the  House  of  Commons  by  a  great  majority ; 
204  members  voting  for  it,  59  against  it.  t  In 
these  proceedings,  by  impeachment  and  bill  of 
attainder,  which  went  on  together  as  con- 
current acts,  the  Commons  took  upon  them« 
selves  the  parts  both  of  judges  and  prose- 
cutors; thus  mixing  and  confounding  func- 
tions opposed  to  each  other,  and  utterly  irre- 
concileable.    [Note  D.] 

The  question  of  law  was  argued  by  counsel 
against  Lord  Strafford,  some  days  after  Lane's 
argument,  and  not  until  the  bill  of  attainder 
had  passed  through  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  case  was  argued  by  St.  John,  at  a  con- 
ference held  by  the  two  Houses  on  the  subject 
of  the  bill  of  attainder.  Only  a  reduced  plan 
of  his  argument  is  here  attempted. 

St.  John  stated,  that  the  object  of  the  House  Ai^ument 

of  Commons,  in  the  conference,  was  to  acquaint  Afford. 
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the  Lords  with  the  reasons,  which  had  induced 
them  to  pass  the  bill.  The  Commons,  he  said, 
did  not  intend  to  create  a  new  treason  by  this 
bill  for  the  condemnation  of  Lord  Strafibrd, 
nor  yet  to  decline  the  judgment  of  the  Lords, 
as  a  court  of  justice ;  but  they  adopted  this  pro- 
ceeding by  bill,  which  had  been  in  use  for 
near  two  hundred  years,  in  order  to  silence 
all  doubts  on  the  question  of  treason,  if  any 
such  doubts  should  exist,  and  to  husband 
time.  Another  great  advantage  in  this  mode 
of  proceeding  was,  that  it  did  not  require  any 
previous  articles  or  charges  ;  and  though  a 
single  testimony,  in  a  case  of  treason,  might 
be  suflScient  to  satisfy  private  consciences,  yet 
it  is  not  so  clear,  whether  a  single  testimony 
would  be  satisfactory  in  a  judicis^  way,  where 
forms  of  law  are  insisted  on  ;  but  in  this  pro- 
ceeding by  bill,  private  satisfaction  to  each 
man's  conscience  is  sufficient,  though  no  evi- 
dence  at  all  were  produced. 

First,  he  argued,  that  Lord  Strafford  had 
committed  high  treason,  as  charged  on  the 
fifteenth  article,  by  levying  war  against  the 
King,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  of 
Edw.  3.  He  admitted,  that  if  forces  are 
raised  and  employed  on  private  ends,  either 
of  revenge  or  interest,   it  is  not  a  levying 
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of  war  against  the  King.  But,  he  insisted^ 
that  there  may  be  a  levying  of  war  against  the 
King  within  the  statute,  though  not  directed 
immediately  against  the  person  of  the  King, 
(for  if  not,  this  clause  as  to  levying  of  war  is 
superfluous  and  unnecessary,  the  case  being 
provided  for  by  a  former  clause,  which  makes 
it  treason,  to  compass  and  imagine  the  death 
of  the  King;)  and  he  argued,  that  it  is  a  levying 
of  war  against  the  King,  when  it  is  intended 
for  the  alteration  of  the  laws  or  government ; 
because  the  King  maintains  and  protects  the 
laws,  and  he  is  the  fountain  whence  they  are  all 
derived  to  the  subject.  In  support  of  this  pro- 
position, he  cited  three  adjudged  cases:  1.  A 
case,  in  the  time  of  Richard  2.,  of  a  rebellion 
by  the  villains  and  lower  people,  to  establish  the 
laws  qf  villainage  and  servitude^  and  bum  all 
the  records  ;  which  was  adjudged  to  be  trea- 
son* 2.  The  case  of  Grant  and  others,  in  the 
reign  of  Elizabeth,  tried  for  an  insurrection 
by  apprentices  Jbr  setting  prices  on  victuals ; 
which  was  also  adjudged  to  be  treason.  3.  The 
caseof  Bradshaw  and  Burton,  in  the  same  reign, 
which  was  the  case  of  £t  conspiracy  to  take  up 
arms,,^  throwing  down  all  inclosures  through-^ 
outEngland^  and  adjudgedtobean  intending  to 
levy  war  against  the  Queen,  within  the  statute 
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18th  of  Eliz.  c.  1.  He  referred  also  to  the 
statute  of  1  Mary,  c.  1%  which  enacts^  that  if 
twelve  or  more  shall  endeavour  by  force  to  alter 
any  of  the  laws  or  statutes  of  the  kingdom,  they 
shall  be  adjudged  felons;  which  statute,  he 
said,  had  lowered  the  offence,  for  it  was  trea- 
son before  j  but  this  was  only  a  temporary  act, 
and  had  expired.  As  to  the  acts  which  are 
sufficient  to  constitute  a  levying  of  war^  he 
argued,  that  there  need  not  be  any  march- 
ing in  array,  or  displaying  of  banners,  but  that 
the  arming  and  drawing  of  men  together  is  suf- 
ficient ;  and  cited  Sir  Thomas  Talbot's  case 
in  the  17  th  year  of  Richard  2,,  where  the 
men  were  armed  in  a  warUke  manner  in  as- 
semblies. 

To  apply  this  reasoning  to  Lord  Strafford's 
case.  First,  as  to  his  design,  that  it  was 
against  the  King :  his  design  was  to  subvert 
the  laws  —  for  what  was  the  use  of  laws,  if  he 
might  order  and  determine  of  estates  at  his 
own  pleasure  ?  To  effect  this  design,  he  as- 
sumed an  arbitrary  power  over  the  lives, 
liberties,  and  estates  of  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, and  determined  causes  upon  paper  pe- 
titions at  his  own  will  and  pleasure;  and 
he  enforced  obedience  by  the  army.  This 
was  as  bad,  as  to  endeavour  the  overthrow 
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of  the  Statute  of  labourers,  the  statute  con- 
cerning wages^  or  the  statute  of  Merton  for 
inclosures.  And  as  to  the  fact  of  levying 
qfwar^  there  was  an  army  in  Ireland  at  that 
time  of  2000  horse  and  foot,  and  Lord  Straf- 
ford, by  his  warrant,  assigned  over  this  whole 
army  to  Savile,  for  the  purpose  of  executing 
the  warrant :  for  the  warrant  gave  him  power 
to  take,  from  time  to  time,  as  many  soldiers  as 
be  should  please,  throughout  the  whole  army. 
Soldiers,  both  horse  and  foot,  with  an  officer, 
in  warlike  manner,  were  assessed  upon  the 
subject ;  who  killed  their  cattle,  consumed  ^ 
and  wasted  their  goods.  This  was  an  open 
act  done,  and  a  levying  of  war. 

Secondly;  he  argued,  that  if  Lord  .Straf- 
ford was  not  guilty  of  treason,  by  an  actual 
levying  of  war,  he  had  committed  treason  by 
advising  war^  and  declaring  his  intention  qf 
levying  war  ;  and  such  declared  intent,  if  not 
within  the  clause  as  to  levying  of  war,  was, 
within  the  first  mentioned  clause,  a  compassing 
of  the  death  of  the  King.  1.  As  to  the^^^  of 
intention,  it  rested  on  the  warrant  given  to 
Savile,  and  the  advice  of  Lord  Strafford,  as 
stated  in  the  twenty-third  article.  The  warrant 
showed  a  resolution,  to  employ  the  whole  army 
of  Ireland  to  the  oppression  of  His  Majesty's 
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subjects,  and  for  the  overthrow  of  the  laws. 
The  advice  to  the  King  also,  (<<  You  haoe  an 
army  in  Ireland^  which  you  may  employ  to  re- 
ducethi$kingdomJ^)^\io^^di  the  same  intention, 
and  was  direct  advice  to  levy  war.  The  cir- 
cumstance, that  the  advice  was  given  to  the 
King  personally,  he  said,  only  served  to  aggra* 
vate  the  offence :  it  was  offering  poison  to  him, 
at  the  same  time  telling  him,  that  it  was  a  cor- 
dial. If  advice  is  given  against  the  people  or 
against  the  laws,  it  is  necessarily  against  the 
King;  for  they  cannot  be  severed.  S.  As  to  the 
matter  of  UrWy  that  such  bare  intent  and  advice 
would  be  treason,  though  nothing  be  done  in 
execution  of  it,  —  he  cited  several  cases,  and  a 
passage  from  Stamford ;  of  which,  the  greater 
part  did  not  apply,  and  some  were  most  un- 
sound in  point  of  law. 

The  third  proposition,  which  he  argued,  was 
this, — that  even  if  there  had  not  been  an  actual 
levying  of  war  within  the  meaning  of  the  star 
tute,— »even  if  counselling  of  war  would  not  be 
treason  within  the  statute,  yet  it  fully  appeared, 
by  taking  all  his  words,  counsels,  and  actions 
together,  that  he  was  guilty  of  treason,  witlun 
the  first  clause,  in  compassing  and  imagining 
the  death  of  the  King :  Simmprosunt  singula^ 
juncta  jwant.     He  cited  Owen's  case,  and 
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some  other  cases  of  the  same  description,  to 
show,  that  words,  denying  the  King's  title  to 
the  Crown,  or  spoken  for  the  purpose  of  with- 
drawing the  affections  of  the  people  from  the 
King,  are  of  themselves,  and  without  any  thing 
done  upon  them,  treasonable  within  the  first 
clause  of  the  statute.  He  insisted,  that.Lord 
StraflR)rd's  case  was  much  stronger.  For  there 
were  not  mere  words,  but  also  counsels ;  not 
mere  counsels,  but  also  actions.  Words  not 
once  spokep^  but  often ;  not  in  private,  but 
in  places  most  public ;  not  spoken  by  a  private 
person,  but  by  a  Counseller  of  State,  a  Lord 
President,  a  Lord  Deputy  of  Ireland.  Here 
he  enumerated  the  expressions,  aUeged  to  have 
been  used  by  Lord  Strafford  at  the  council- 
table  at  York  and  in  Lrelahd  :  and  concluded 
thus,  "  We  shall  leave  it  to  your  judgment^ 
whether  these  words,  counsels,  and  actions 
would  not  have  been  sufficient  evidence  to 
have  proved  an  indictment,  drawn  up  against 
him  like  those  before  mentioned,  and  charg- 
ing, that  they  were  spoken  and  done  with  the 
intent  to  draw  the  heart  of  the  King  from  the 
people,  and  the  hearts  of  the  people  from  the 
King,  that  the  people  might  leave  the  King, 
and  afterwards  rise  up  against  him  to  his  de- 
struction.'' 
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He  then  submitted  to  the  House,  that 
Lord  Strafford,  having  sessed  and  laid  sol- 
diers upon  the  subjects  of  Ireland  against  their 
will,  and  at  their  charge,  was  guilty  of  treason 
by  the  Irish  statute  of  18  Hen.  6«,  (which  has 
been  before  mentioned.)  That  the  Parliament 
of  England  had  cognizance  of  this  statute,  in 
the  ordinary  way  of  judicature.  That  even  if 
there  were  not  such  jurisdiction  in  the  ordi- 
nary course,  yet  the  want  of  jurisdiction  might 
justly  be  supplied  by  a  bill. 

This  division  of  his  argument,  particularly 
that  part  of  it  relating  to  the  point  of  jurisdic- 
tion, was  much  the  most  laboured.  It  con- 
tains a  great  deal  of  information  on  the  ancient 
state  of  Ireland,  and  on  the  political  relation 
subsisting  between  the  two  kingdoms  in 
former  times.  But  as  the  Irish  statute  of 
Qen.  6.,  and  the  charge  of  treason  founded 
upon  it,  are  not  noticed  in  the  bill  of  attainder, 
and  appear  not  to  have  influenced,  in  any  de- 
gree, the  sentence  against  Lord  Strafford,  it 
would  be  tedious  to  go  into  such  particulars. 

He  then  proceeded  to  the  main  charge, 
of  endeavouring  by  words,  counsels,  and  ac- 
tions to  subvert  the  fundamental  laws  and 
government  of  the  kingdom,  and  to  introduce 
an  arbitraiy  and  tyranical  government    He 
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assumed,  as  a  point  too  dear  for  argument, 
that  such  an  offence  was  treason  by  the  com- 
mon law,  and  that  it  still  continued  to  be 
treason,  if  there  were  any  common-law  trea- 
sons then  existing.  He  argued,  that  the 
proviso  in  the  statute  of  Edw.  3.,  and  the 
whole  scope  of  that  statute  manifestly  show, 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  legisla- 
ture to  take  away  any  treasons,  that  were  such 
before  the  passing  of  that  act,  but  only  to  re- 
gulate the  jurisdiction  and  manner  of  the 
trial.  Those  treasonable  acts,  which  were 
single  and  certain,  (such  as  conspiring  the 
King's  death,  levying  of  war,  and  the  rest,) 
were  left  to  the  ordinary  courts  of  justice ;  but 
with  regard  to  the  others,  not  depending  upon 
single  acts,  but  upon  constructions  and  neces- 
sary inferences,  it  was  thought  too  dangerous 
to  give  the  inferior  courts  so  great  a  latitude  as 
to  judge  of  these,  and  they  were,  therefore,  re- 
served exclusively  for  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament. He  insisted,  that  this  proviso  had  not 
been  repealed  by  the  statute  1  H.  4.  c.  10.  or 
1 M.  c.l.  before-mentioned.  That  the  object  of 
the  legislature  was  not  to  put  an  end  to  com- 
mon law-treasons  by  these  statutes,  but  only 
to  repeal  all  statute-treasons,  and  all  treasons 
declared  to  be  such  by  Parliament  during  the 
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period  of  time  between  Edward  III.  and 
Henry  IV.,  and  also  during  the  period  be* 
tween  Edward  III.  and  Mary. 

Lastly  he  argued,  that  if  aU  the  other 
grounds  should  be  thought  insufficient,  and 
though  Lord  Strafford  should  not  be  adjudg- 
ed to  be  guilty  of  treason  on  the  statute  of 
Edw.  3.,  yet  that^  even  in  this  case,  the  legisla- 
tive power  would  be  properly  exercised,  and 
the  bill  of  attainder  might  justly  pass.  For  the 
offence,  he  said,  was  of  the  most  aggravated  de- 
scription, far  exceeding  in  guilt  the  treasons 
described  in  the  statute  of  Edw.  S. ;  dissolving 
all  the  arteries  and  ligaments  of  the  state. 
Again,  said  he,  the  Parliament  is  the  great 
body  politic ;  it  has  power  over  itself,  and  all 
its  members ;  it  is  the  physician  and  the  pa- 
tient; if  one  member  be  poisoned  or  gan- 
grened, it  has  power  to  cut  it  off  for  the 
preservation  of  the  rest.  Shall  it  be  said,  if 
there  is  no  law,  there  is  no  transgression? 
He  who  would  not  allow  others  to  have  law, 
ought  not  to  have  any  himself;  lex  taUonis 
esL  It  is  true,  we  give  law  to  hares  and  deer, 
because  they  are  beasts  of  chace.  But  it 
was  never  accounted  cruelty  or  foul  play  to 
knock  foxes  and  wolves  on  the  head,  because 
these  are  beasts  of  prey.     The  warrener  sets 
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traps  for  pole-cats  and  other  vermin^  for  pre- 
servation of  the  warren. 

« Lord  Strafford  had  thotight  fit/  said  St. 
John,   <  to  conjure  the  House  of  Lords,  not 
to  be  more  skilful  than  their  ancestors  in 
the  art  of  killing : '  he  also,  as  the  counsel  for 
the  Commons,  would  appeal  to  their  ancestors, 
and  call  upon  them  to  walk  in  their  footsteps. 
He  then  **  raked  up  some  old  musty  records, 
which  had  for  centuries  lain  by  the  wall,  ne- 
glected or  forgotten,"  and  extracted  from  them 
some  of  the  worst  precedents  of  the  worst  pe- 
riods in  our  history.    1.  A  case,  in  the  time  of 
Richard  2.,  of  persons  tried  for  surrendering 
two  castles  in-  France,  and  attainted  by  Parlia- 
ment of  high  treason.  2.  Another  case,  in  the 
same  reign,  of  a  person  attainted  of  treason 
by  Parliament,  for  killing  an  ambassador,  with- 
out malice,  in  self-defence.    3.  Another  case, 
in  the  sdme  productive  reign,    of  a  judge 
(Tresilian)  attainted  of  treason,  for  delivering 
opinions  declared  to  be  in  subversion  of  law. 

4.  A  case,  in  the  reign  of  Henry  IV.,  of  a  per- 
son attainted  by  Parliament  for  breaking  pri- 
son, while  confined  on  suspicion  o£  treason. 

5.  A  case,  in  the  time  of  Henry  VIII.,  of  a 
person  attainted  of  treason,  and  boiled  by  act 
of  Parliament,  for  murdering  by  poison.   And, 
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to  dose  the  list,  he  cited  another  case,  in  the 
same  reign,  the  case  of  the  Holy  Maid  of 
Kent,  who  was  attainted  of  treason^  for  pre- 
tending a  revelation  from  heaven,  that  the 
King  would  not  preserve  his  crown,  if  he  per- 
sisted in  a  separation  from  his  Queen  Kathe- 
rine.  <<  These  attainders,  he  said,  are  still  in 
force.  They  are  precedents,  which  have  been 
approved  and  confirmed  by  our  ancestors, 
and  deserve  to  be  followed  by  their  posterity. 
In  all  these  attainders/'  said  he,  in  con- 
clusion, "there  were  crimes  and  offences 
against  law;  they  thought  it  not  tinjust,  cir- 
cumstances considered,  to  heighten  the  degree 
of  punishment,  and  that  upon  the  first  offen- 
der. We  receive  as  just  the  other  laws  and 
statutes  made  by  our  ancestors  ;  they  are  the 
rules,  by  which  we  guide  ourselves  in  other 
cases:  why  should  we  differ  from  them  in 
this  alone,  of  attainder  by  bill.*** 

Such  were  the  arguments,  which,  as  St 
John  declared,  had  induced  the  Commons 
to  pass  the  bill  of  attainder.  It  was  not  with- 
out reason,  that  Lord  Clarendon  declared  of 
this  speech  :  —  "  the  law  and  the  humanity 
in  it  were  equal,   the  one  being  more  fid- 
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ladous,  and  the  other  more  barbarous^  than 
in  any  age  had  been  vented  in  such  an  au- 
ditoiy."* 

At  the  close  of  the  argument,  Lord  Strafford 
begged,  that  his  counsel  might  be  allowed 
to  speak  again,  as  several  of  the  topics  had  not 
been  sufficiently  noticed,  f  But  this  the  Lords 
would  not  permit ;  a  circumstance,  most  un- 
fortunate for  the  accused,  and  for  the  ends 
of  justice.  For  though  Lord  Strafford's 
counsel  is  said  to  have  spoken  with  the  con* 
fidence  of  a  man  who  believed  himself,  and 
undoubtedly,  in  point  of  law,  had  truth  on  his 
side ;  yet  ias  he  was  obliged  to  begin,  (which 
was  not  the  regular  course,)  and  could  not  an- 
ticipate all  that  was  to  be  urged  against  him, 
the  sophistries  and  bad  precedents  of  St. 
John  passed  without  an  answer.  Another  dis- 
advantage under  which  Lord  Strafford's  coun- 
sel laboured,  was  his  being  rigidly  restricted 
to  the  dry  question  of  law,  and  not  allowed  to 
touch  upon  any  facts  of  the  caset;  while  the 
counsel  on  the  other  side  was  under  no  such 
restraint,  and  ranged  at  full  liberty  over  the 
whole  field  of  evidence. 

While  the  bill  was  pending  in  the  House  of 

X 
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Lords,  die  King  entered  the  House,  and 
taking  his  seat  on  the  throne,  commanded  the 
attendance  of  the  Commons.  He  then  informed 
both  Houses,  that  he  could  not  in  his  con- 
science condemn  Lord  Strafford  of  high 
treason.  He  could  not,  he  must  acknowledge, 
clear  him  of  misdemeanor.  He  did,  indeed, 
think  him  unfit  ever  after  to  serve  him  or  the 
Commonwealth,  in  any  office  or  place  of  trust. 
But,  he  repeated,  he  could  not  in  his  con- 
science, condemn  him  of  high  treason.  He 
would  do  much  to  satisfy  his  people  ;  but,  in 
point  of  conscience,  no  fear,  no  respect  what- 
soever, should  ever  make  him  go  against  it 
He  trusted,  therefore,  they  would  take  some 
course,  not  to  press  hard  upon  his  conscience, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  satisfy  the  demand  of 
justice.* 

From  this  time  the  popular  party  seemed 
resolved  to  carry  their  point  by  violence,  and 
a  system  of  intimidation  now  prevailed.  Ru- 
mours of  plots  and  treasons,  against  the  peo» 
pie  and  the  parliament,  were  set  afloat,  to  ter- 
rify and  inflame  the  minds  of  men:  a  coarse 
but  destructive  artifice,  which  was  played  off 
«U.  gre.t  s„oo^  ^st  Lord  'sLbrf. 
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and  still  more  fatally  afterwards  in  the  afiair 
of  the  Popish  plot  The  people  were  ex- 
cited by  inflammatory  libds,  and  even  by  fac- 
tious addresses  from  many  of  the  pulpits^ 
which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  Puri- 
tans. A  multitude,  to  the  amount  of  many 
thousands,  thronged  around  the  Parliament 
House,  calling  down  vengeance  on  Straf- 
ford.  The  names  of  those  who  had  voted 
against  the  bill  of  attainder  were  posted  on 
the  walls  with  the  title  of  Strqffbrdians  and 
Betrayers  of  their  country ;  a  daring  and  scan- 
dalous breach  of  privilege,  which  was  allowed 
to  pass  unnoticed  by  the  House  of  Commons.* 
The  Peers  represented  to  the  Lower  House, 
that  they  were  encompassed  by  such  a  multi- 
tude of  people,  they  could  not  be  considered 
as  free  agents,  and  were  hindered  from  dis- 
patching the  bill,  t  Even  the  Judges,  who  at- 
tended  the  House  of  Lords,  were  no  less  un- 
der the  influence  of  the  popular  ory,  than  the 
Peers.  For  it  is  not  credible,  that  they  would 
have  declared  Lord  Strafford  guilty  of  trea- 
son by  the  law  of  the  landt,  if  they  had  not 
been  intimidated  by  the   exorbitant  powers 
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then  exercised  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
[Note  E.] 

At  length,  on  the  7th  of  May,  the  Lords 
gave  their  consent  to  the  bill  of  attainder.* 
The  Commons  desired  the  Lords  to  apply 
to  the  King  for  his  assent  to  the  bill,  as  a 
measure  necessary  for  the  peace  of  the  king- 
dom. The  House  of  Lords  complied  with 
this  request ;  and  the  King,  in  violation  of 
his  repeated  and  solemn  promises,  consented 
to  the  death  of  his  ablest  and  most  trusted 
minister,  who  had  acted  strictly  in  conformity 
with  the  royal  instructions/  The  assent  of 
the  king,  to  the  bill  of  attainder,  was  declared 
by  commission,  on  the  10th  of  May.  [NoTli 
F.]  At  the  close  of  this  day,  after  the  bill 
had  been  passed,  the  Commons  are  said  to 
have  returned  their  humble  thanks  to  the 
King,  with  assurances,  that  they  would  make 
him  as  glorious  a  potentate,  and  as  rich  a  prince 
as  any  of  his  predecessors,  if  only  he  would  still 
continue  to  take  along  with  him  the  advice  of 
his  great  council  the  Parliament,  in  themanage^ 
ment  of  the  affairs  of  the  kingdom,  t 

The  bill  of  attainder,  which  was  now  be- 
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eome  an  act.  of  the  legislature,  recited,  that  BOl  of  At- 
the  Earl  of  Straffi»rd  had  been  impeached  by 
the  Commons  of  England,  for  endeaTOuring  to 
subvert  the  ancient  and  fundamental  laws  and 
goyemment  of  the  realm,  and  to  introduce  an 
arbitraiy  and  tyrannical  government  against 
law ;  and  for  exercising  ^  tyrannical  and  ex- 
orbit^nt  power  against  the  laws  of  the  king^ 
dom,  and  the  liberties,  lives,  and  esitates 
of  the  King's  subjects.  It  recited  also,  that 
Lord  Strafford  had  (as  charged  in  the  fif- 
teenth article,)  commanded  the  laying  and  as- 
sessing of  soldiers  upon  the  King's  subjects  in 
Irdand  against  their  consent,  to  compel  them 
to  obey  his  unlawful  summons  and  orders,  made 
upon  paper  petitions  in  causes  between  party 
and  party,  which  accordingly  was  executed  in 
a  warlike  manner  upon  divers  of  the  Kind's 
subjects  in  Ireland ;  and  that  in  so  doing,  he 
levied  war  against  the  King  and  his  Hege 
people  in  that  kingdom.  It  recited  further, 
that  Lord  Strafford,  (as  charged  in  the  twenty- 
third  article,)  on  the  dissolution  of  the  last 
Parliament,  slandered  the  House  of  Commons 
to  His  Majesty,  and  counselled  and  advised 
His  Majesty,  that  he  was  loose  and  absolved 
from  the  rules  of  government,  and  that  he  had 
an  army  in  Ireland  by  which  he  might  reduce 
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this  kingdom ;  for  which  he  deserved  to  un- 
dergo, the  pains  and  forfeitures  of  high  treason. 
And  lastly  it  recited,  (what  was  charged  in  the 
twentieth  article,)  that  he  had  been  an  in- 
cendiary of  the  wars  between  the  two  king- 
doms of  England  and  Scotland.  All  which 
offences  had  been  sufficiently  proved .  against 
the  said  Earl  upon  his  impeachment  Then 
the  bill  enacted,  that  the  Earl  of  Strafford, 
for  the  heinous  crimes  and  offences  aforesaid, 
be*  adjudged  and  attainted  of  high  treason, 
and  should  suffer  death,  and  incur  the  for« 
feiture  of  his  estates. 

Lord  Strafford,  being  informed  that  the  King 
had  given  his  assent  to  the  bill,  addressed  the 
following  petition  to  the  House  of  Peers  * : 
<<  Seeing  it  is  the  good  will  and  pleasure  of 
God,  that  your  petitioner  is  now  shortly  to 
pay  that  debt,  which. we  all  owe  to  our  ifeil 
nature — he  shall  in  all  christian  patience  and 
charity  conform  and  submit  himself  to  your 
justice,  in  a  comfortable  assurance  of  the  great 
hope  laid  up  for  us  in  the  mercy  and  merits 
of 'our  Saviour,  blessed  for  ever.  Only  he 
humbly  craves  to  return  your  Lordships  most 
humble  thanks  for  your  noble  compassion  to- 
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wards  those  innocent  children,  whom  now 
with  his  last  blessing  he  must  commit  to  the 
protection  of  Almighty  God ;  beseeching  your 
Lordships  to  finish  his  pious  intentions  towards 
them^  and  desiring  that  the  reward  thereof 
may  be  fulfilled  in  you  by  him,  who  is  able  to 
give  above  all  that  we  are  able  to  ask  or 
think ;  wherein,  I  trust,  the  honourable  House 
of  Commons  will  afford  their  christian  as- 
sistance.  And  so»  beseeching  your  Lordships 
charitably  to  forgive  all  his  omissions  and  in- 
firmities, he  doth  very  heartily  and  truly  re- 
commend your  Lordships  to  the  mercies  of 
our  heavenly  Father,  and  that  in  His  goodness 
he  may  perfect  you  in  every  good  work." 

On  the  day  after  the  royal  assent  had  been 
declared^  the  King  wrote  a  letter  to  the  House 
of  Peers,  which  he  sent  by  the  Prince  of 
IVales* :  •*  My  Lords — I  did  yesterday,  satisfy 
the  justice  of  the  kingdom  by  passing  the  bill 
of  attainder  against  the  Earl  of  Strafford ;  but 
mercy  being  as  inherent  and  inseparable  to  a 
King  as  justice,  I  desire  at  this  time  in  some 
measure  to  show  that  likewise,  by  sufiering 
that  unfortunate  man  to  fulfil  the  natural 
course  of  his  life  in  a  close  imprisonment ;  yet 
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80»  if  ever  he  make  the  least  offer  to  escape, 
or  offer  directly  or  indirectly  to  meddle  in  any 
sort  of  public  business,  especially  with  me, 
either  by  message  or  letter,  it  shall  cost  him 
his  life  without  further  process.  This,  if  it 
may  be  done  without  the  discontentment  of 
my  people,  will  be  an  unspeakable  content- 
ment to  me.  To  which  end,  as  in  the  first 
place,  I  by  this  letter  do  earnestly  desire  your 
approbation,  and,  to  endear  it  more,  have 
chosen  him  to  carry  it,  that  of  all  your  house 
is  most  dear  to  me ;  so,  I  desire,  that  by  a 
conference  you  will  endeavour  to  give  the 
House  of  Commons  contentment ;  assuring 
you,  that  the  exercise  of  mercy  is  not  more 
pleasing  to  me,  than  to  see  both  houses  of 
parliament  consent  for  my  sake,  that  I  should 
moderate  the  severity  of  the  law  in  so  important 
a  case.  I  will  not  say,  that  your  complying 
^ith  me  in  this  my  intended  mercy.  shaU  make 
me  more  wUling,  but  certainly  it  will  make  me 
more  cheerful,  in  granting  your  just  grievances. 
Sut  if  no  less  than  his  life  can  satisfy  my 
people^  I  must  say.  Fiat  Justitia.  Thus  again 
recommending  the  consideration  of  my  inten- 
tion to  you,  I  rest,  your  unalterable  and  affec- 
tionate friend.— -If  he  must  die^  it  were  charity 
to  reprieve  him  till  Saturday.'' 
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This  tetter,  written  by  the  King,  and  de- 
livered by  the  hand  of  the  Prince,  was  twice 
read  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and»  after  serious 
and  sad  consideration,  (as  Eusbworth  writes,) 
the  House  resolved  presently  to  send  twelve 
pf  the  Peers  messengers  to  the  King,  humbly 
to  signify,  "That  neither  of  the  two  intentions^ 
expressed  in  the  letter,  could,  with  duty  in 
thepi,  or  without  danger  to  himself,  his  dearest 
consort  the  Queen,  and  all  the  young  Princes, 
their  children,  possibly  be  advised."*  All 
which  being  done  accordingly,  (continues  the 
{same  writer,)  and  the  reasons  shown  ta  His  Ma- 
jesty, he  suffered  no  more  words  to  come  from 
them ;  but,  out  of  the  fulness  of  his  heart, 
to  the  observance  of  justice,  and  for  the  con- 
tentment of  his  people,  told  them,  "  That  what 
he  intended  by  his  letter,  was  with  an  {Jfi)  if 
it  might  be  done  mtho%U  discontentment  of  his 
people ;  if  that  cannot  be,  I  say  again,  the 
same  I  writ,  ^Fipt  jvstitia.^  My  other  inten- 
tion, proceeding  out  of  charity,  for  a  few  days 
reqplte,  was  upon  certain  information,  that  his 
estate  was  so  di^tractedf  that  it  necessarily  re- 
quired some  few  days  for  settlement  thereof." 
The  Lords  answered,  tikat   "Their  purpose 

*  Riwhw^  758. 
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was  to  be  suitors  to  His  Majesty,  for  favor  to 
be  shown  to  his  innocent  children ;  and,  if  he 
himself  had  made  any  provision  for  them,  that 
the  same  might  hold."  But  the  request,  which 
the  King  had  made,  for  a  respite  only  frpm 
Tuesday  till  Saturday,  was  refused ;  and  the 
execution  took  place  on  the  morning  of  Wed- 
nesday the  12th  of  May,  1641. 
Execu-  A  few  incidents,   which  occurred  before 

the  execution,  are  related  by  Rushworth ; 
and  as  they  are  described  by  him  with  more 
sitiiplicity  and  effect  than  by  any  other  his- 
torian, the  reader,  it  is  hoped,  will  forgive 
their  insertion  in  this  place,  in  thcf  words  of 
that  writer,  although  they  add  another  pag^ 
to  this  long  narrative. 

**  The  night  biefore  the  day  of  execution 
(says  Rushworth),  Lord  Strafford,  having 
sent  for  the  Lieutenant  of  thfe  Tower,  ask- 
ed him  whether  it  were  possible  he  might 
speak  with  the  Archbishop?  The  Lieu- 
tenant told  him,  he  might  not  do  it,  with- 
out orders  from  the  Parliament.  '  Master 
Lieutenant,'  said  Lord  Strafford,  *  you 
shaU  hear  what  passeth  betwixt  us;  it  is 
not  a  time  either  for  him  to  plot  heresy,  or 
for  me  to  plot  treason.*  The  Lieutenant 
answered,  that  he  was  limited,  and,  therefore. 
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desired  his  Lordship,  that  he  woiild  petition 
the  Parliament  for  that  favour.  *  No/  said 
he,  <  I  have  gotten  my  dispatch  from  them, 
I  will  trouble  them  no  more.  I  am  now  pe- 
titioning a  higher  court,  where  neither  par- 
tiality can  be  expected^  nor  error  feared* 
But,  my  Lord,'  said  he^  turning  to  the  Pri- 
mate of  Ireland,  who  was  present,  *  what  I 
should  have  spoken  to  my  Lord's  Grace  of 
Canterbury,  is  this:  You  shall  desire  the 
Archbishop  to  lend  me  his  prayers  this  nighty 
and  to  give  me  his  blessing  when  I  go  abroad 
to-morrow,  and  to  be.  in  his  window,  that  by 
my  last  farewell,  I  may  give  him  thanks  for 
this  and  all  other  his  former  favours.'  The 
Primate  having  delivered  the  message  with- 
out delay,  the  Archbishop  replied,  ^  that  in 
conscience  he  was  bound  to  the  first,  and  in 
duty  and  obligation  to  the  second,  but  he 
feared  his  weakness  and  passion  would  not 
lend  hitn  eyes  to  behold  his  last  departure.'  . 
**  The  next  morning,  at  his  coming  forth, 
he  drew  near  to  the  Archbishop's  lodgings, 
and  said  to  the  Lieutenant,  *  Though  I  do  not 
tee  the  Archbishop,  give  me  leaver  I  pray 
you,  to  do  my  last  observance  towards  his 
rooms.'  In  the  mean  time,  the  Archbishop, 
advertised  of  his  approach,  came  out  to  the 
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window ;  then  the  Earl,  bowing  himself  to 
the  ground,  <  My  Lord,^  said  he,  '  your 
prayers  and  your  blessing/  The  Arch- 
bishop lifted  up  his  hands,  and  bestowed 
both;  but  overcome  with  grief,  fell  to  the 
ground  in  animi  detiquio.  The  Earl,  pro- 
ceeding a  little  further,  bowed  the  second 
time,  sa3dng,  *  Farewell,  my  Lord  j  God  pro- 
tect your  innocency.** 

^<  As  Lord  Strafford  was  marching  to  the 
scaffi>ld,  more  like  a  general  at  the  head  of 
an  army  (as  many  of  the  spectators  then 
said,)  to  breathe  victory,  than  like  a  con- 
demned man  to  undergo  the  sentence  of 
death,  the  Lieutenant  desired  him  to  take  a 
coach,  for  fear  the  peqple  shoqld  rush  in  upon 
him  and  tear  him  in  pieces.  <  No^'  said  Lord 
Strafford,  ^Master  Lieutenant,  I  dare  look 
death  in  the  face,  and,  I  hope,  the  people 
too.  Have  you  a  care,  that  I  do  not  escape^ 
and  I  care  not  how  I  die,  whether  by  the  hand 
of  the  executioner,  or  the  madness  and  fury 
cf  the  people ;  if  that  may  give  them  bet- 
ter content,  it  is  all  one  to  me.'  '^t 

We  are  informed  by  the  same  writer,  that 
in  his  progress  to  the  scaffold,  not  a  word  of 

*Rushw.  761.  tRushw.  762. 
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reproach  was  uttered  against  him  by  the  im- 
mense crowd  of  people,  who  stood  as  close  as 
th^  could,  one  by  another,  spread  over  the 
great  hill,  and  were  reckoned,  in  moderate 
computation,  not  to  be  less  than  a  hundred 
thousand  persons.* 

At  the  scaffold,  he  was  attended  by  his 
brother  and  friends,  who  met  him  there  to 
take  the  last  farewell.  He  addressed  them 
and  the  people  in  a  speech,  suitable  to  the 
solemn  occasion.  **  His  conscience,"  he 
said,  <<bore  him  witness,  that,  in  all  the 
honour  he  had  to  serve  the  King,  he  had 
not  any  intention  in  his  heart,  but  what  aimed 
at  the  just  and  individual  prosperity  of  the 
King  and  his  people,  though  it  had  been 
his  iU  fortune  to  be  misconstrued.  That  so 
fkr  from  being  against  Parliaments,  he  had  al- 
ways thought  Parliaments  in  England  to  be 
the  happy  constitution  of  the  kingdom  and 
nation,  and  the  best  means,  under  God,  to 
make  the  King  and  his  people  happy."  After 
expressing  his  wishes  for  the  prosperity  of  the 
nation,  he  added,  "  I  profess  heartily  my  ap- 
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prehension,  and  do  humbly  recommend  it  to 
youy  and  wish  that  every  man  would  lay  his 
hand  on  his  heart,  and  consider  seriously^ 
whether  the  beginning  of  the  people's  happi- 
ness should  be  written  in  letters  of  blood? 
I  fear  they  are  in  a  wrong  way ;  I  desire  Al- 
mighty God,  that  no  one  drop  of  my  blood 
rise  up  in  judgment  against  them/'  He  de- 
clared  his  attachment  to  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion ; .  took  a  solemn  leave  of  his  ihexids^ 
and  calling  his  brother.  Sir  George  Went- 
worth,  close  to  him,  charged  him  with  bles- 
sings and  with  a  father's  counsel  for  his  eldest 
son  and  his  daughters,  **  not  forgetting,' '  he 
added,  <<  my  little  infant,  that  knows  neither 
good  nor  evil,  and  cannot  speak  for  itself;  but 
God  speak  for  it,  and  bless  it  And  now," 
said  he,  **  I  have  nigh  done.  One  stroke  will 
make  my  wife  husbandless,  my  dear  children 
fatherless,  my  poor  servants  masterless,  and 
separate  me  from  my  brother,  and  all  my 
frieixds.  But  let  God  be,  to  you  and  to 
them,  all  in  all."  He  then  prepared  for 
death,  and  taking  off  his  doublet,  said,  *^  I 
thank  God,  I  am  no  more  afraid  of  death, 
nor  daunted  with  discouragements  arising 
from  any  fears ;  but  do  as  cheerfully  put  off 
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ray  doublet  at  this  time,  as  ever  I  did  when  I 
went  to  bed."* 

<<  Thus  fell/'  to  use  the  words  of  his  high- 
nunded  opponent,  Whitelock,  *^  thus  fell 
this  noble  Earl,  who,  for  natural  parts  and 
abilities,  for  improvement  of  knowledge  by 
experience  in  the  greatest  afiairs,  for  wisdom, 
faithfulness  and  gallantry  of  mind,  hath  left 
few  behind  him  that  may  be  ranked  equal 
with  him."t 

The  attainder  of  the  Earl  of  Strafford  was  Rc?cmi. 
reversed  by  Parliament,  in  the  first  year  after 
the  restoration.  The  bill  of  reversal  recites  t, 
that  Lord  Strafford  was  impeached,  upon  pre? 
tence  of  endeavouring  to  subvert  the  funda? 
mental  laws,  and  called  to  a  pubUc  and  solemn 
arraignment  and  trial  before  the  Peers  in  Parlia*- 
ment,  where  he  made  a  particular  defence  to 
every  article  objected  against  him ;  insomuch 
that  the  turbulent  party,  then  seeing  no  hopes 
to  effect  their  unjust  designs  by  any  ordinary 
method  of  proceeding,  did  at  last  resolve  to 
attempt  his  destruction  and  attainder,  by  an 
act  of  Parliament  purposely  made  to  condemn 


*Ru8hw.  759.     This  writer   says,    he  was    present, 
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him  of  accuinukthre  tre&sdn,  (mme  c^  the 
jnreteiided  treasons  being  treason  apart,  and 
so  conld  not  be  in  the  whole,  if  they  had 
been  proved,  as  they  were  nol^)  and  also 
adjudged  him  guilty  of   constructive    tred« 
son,    (that  is,    of  levying  war  against  the 
King,)  though  it  was  only  the  C(Hnmanding 
an  order  of  the  council-board  in  Ireland  to 
be  executed  by  a  8erjeant.a1>arms  and  three 
or  four  soldiers,  which  was  the  constant  prac- 
tice of  the  Deputies  there  for  a  long  time.  To 
which  end,  they  having  first  presented  a  bill 
for  this  intent  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
finding  there  more  opposition  than  they  ex- 
pected, they  caused  a  multitude  of  tunral* 
tuous  persons  armed  to  come  down  to  West- 
minster, with  fury,  to  require  specify  justice 
against  Lord  Strafford  j  and,  having  by  these 
and  other  practic&s  obtained  that  bill  to  pass 
the  House  of  Commons,  they  caused  the 
names  of  those  resolute  gentlemen,  who,  in 
a  case  of  innocent  blood,   had  freely  dis- 
charged their  consciences,  to  be  posted  up 
about  the  cities  of  London  and  Westminster, 
and  styled  them  Strafibrdians  and  enemies  to 
their  country;  and  then  they  procured  the 
said  bill  to  be  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Peers, 
where  it  having  some  time  rested  under  great 

17 


THE   EARL   OF    STRAFFORD.  2SS 

deliberation,  at  last  in  a  time  when  a  great 
part  of  the  Peers  were  absent  by  reason  of 
the  tumults,  and  many  of  those  who  were 
present  protested  against  it,  the  said  bill 
passed  the  House  of  Peers.  The  act  then 
declared  and  enacted,  that  the  bill  of  at- 
tainder should  be  repealed  and  reversed; 
and  that  all  the  proceedings  in  Parliament 
rdating  to  the  attainder  should  be  cancelled, 
taken  off  the  file,  and  obliterated,  that  they 
might  not  be  visible  in  after  ages,  or  brought 
into  ejcample  to  the  prgudice  of  any  person. 

After  such  a  lengthened  narrative,  it  might 
be  thought  inexcusable  to  enter  again  into 
many  details,  or  to  detain  the  reader  with 
any  general  discussion.  It  may  be  useftd, 
however,  to  give  a  short  sumitiary  of  the 
principal  blemishes  and  irregularities,  whidi 
marked  this  trial.  Instances  have  been  point- 
ed out,  in  which  Lord  Strafford  was  excluded 
from  evidence,  strictiy  legal  and  important 
for  his  defence :  the  loss  of  Sir  George  Rat- 
diffe's  evidence,  in  particular,  was  a  serious 
injury,  as  he  had  been  intimately  acquainted 
with  all  the  measures  and  counsels  of  the 
Irish  government.  Other  instances  have 
been  mentioned,  in  which  incompetent  and  il- 
legal evidence  was  admitted  to  his  prejudice. 
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Of  this  kind)  was  the  hearsay  of  some  persons^ 
said  to  be  Lord  Strafford's  echos  ;  the  notes 
and  memoranda  of  Sir  Henry  Vane;  and 
the  account  of  the  consultations  at  the  privy 
council.  Lord  Strafibrd  was  allowed  a  very 
scanty  portion  of  time,  in  preparing  himself 
for  the  trial;  and  at  last  was  forced  into 
his  defence,  while  suffering  from  severe  in- 
disposition. He  had  counsel  assigned  to  him, 
in  the  usual  and  ordinary  course,  for  arguing 
the  question  of  law :  but  this  availed  hun 
little,  his  counsel  being  compelled  to  begin, 
and  not  afterwards  permitted  to  notice  the 
arguments  advanced  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mons. 

These  were  inconsiderable  and  almost 
venial  defects,  compared  with  the  injustice 
committed  in  other  parts  of  the  proceedings. 
The  hurry  and  impatience  of  the  Commons 
in  pressing  the  Peers  for  their  judgment,  — 
their  resorting  to  a  bill  of  attainder  at  the 
close  of  the  trial,  as  if  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
curing their  victim,  —  the  heat  and  intem- 
perance, with  which  they  pressed  forward 
that  measure  —  their  permitting,  if  not  en- 
couraging,  a  furious  rabble  to  obstruct  and 
intimidate  the  Lords, — their  refusal,  at  last, 
of  a  respite  of  the  execution  even  for  three 
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days  J  —  these  are  proceedings  which,  bd* 
tray  an  iitfer  disregard  of  justice,  and  a 
sttong  feeling  of  animosity  and  revenge. 

If  the  means,  employed  for  the  success  of 
the  bill,  were  unjust,  the  measure  itself  was 
not  less  to  be  reprobated.  It  will  appear,  on 
an  examination  of  the  charges,  contained  in 
th^  bill,  that  not  any  one  of  them  was  of  a 
treasonable  nature.  The  first  in  order,  (which 
im|)uted  to  Lord  Strafford  a  traitorous  design 
to  subvert  the  fundamental  laws  and  govern- 
ment of  the  realm,  and  the  exercising  of  a 
tyrannical  and  exorbitant  power  over  the 
estates,  lives,  and  liberties  of  the  people,)  it 
is  perfectly  clear,  did  not  involve  the  crime 
of  treason.  The  offence  was  not  treason 
within  the  statute  of  Ed.  III. ;  this  indeed 
seems  to  have  beeti  conceded  by  the  coun^ 
sel  on  the  part  of  the  Commons.  Nor  was  the 
offence  treason  by  the  common  law  (though 
St.  John  attempted  to  maintain  that  argu- 
ment) ;  for  when  once  the  statute  of  Ed.  III^ 
had  become,  what  it  tvas  designed  to  be,  the 
only  true  standard  and  rule  for  the  guidance 
of  courts  of  justice,  all  common  law-prece- 
dents for  treason  were  annulled,  and  for  ever 
extinguished. 

Yet  the  conduct  of  Lord  Str&fford,  con^WL 
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ered  with  reference  to  this  charge,,  though 
not  treasonable,  justly  merited  th^  qensure 
of  Parliament.  On  an  impartial  view  of 
the  evidence,  and  after  making  ample  al- 
lowances for  the  difficulties  of  his  situ^tioni 
it  will  appear,  that,  in  several  instances,  he 
abused  the  high  powers  entrusted  to  him, 
and  was  guilty  of  acts  of  oppression  and 
misgovemment.  His  granting  of  some  very 
arbitmry  warrants^  his  treatment  of  the 
Earl  of  Cork,  and  his  exaction  of  the  oath 
against  the  covenant,  furnish  abundant  proofs 
of  his  arbitrary  temper.  To  these  may  be 
added,  the  advice  which  he  gave  to  the  King, 
to  proceed  vigorously  in  levying  ship-money  :—- 
ioT  though  he  attempted  to  justify  his  advice 
on  the  authority  of  a  judgment  in  the  Exche^ 
quer-chamber,  in  the  case  of  Hampden,  yet 
(to  use  the  words  of  Lord  Clarendon)  it  was 
well  known,  that  <<  this  cause  was  adjudged 
upon  suc^  grounds  and  reasons,  that  every 
stander-by  was  able  to  swear  it  was  not  law/^* 
But  the  most  unjustifiable  and  most  oppresr 
sive  of  all  Lord  Strafford's  acts,  waa  his  pro- 
ceeding against  Lord  Mountnorris.  This  affiur 
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admits  of  no  dejfence,  no  excuse^  no  pallia- 
tion* Trom  the  beginning  to  the  eiid,  it  is 
marked  tvith  injustice;  cruelty^  and  opptession* 
The  subject-matter  was  not  tvithin  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  a  court-martial}  tile  charge  was  of  the 
most  trifling  description*  Thie  treatment  of  Lwd 
Mountnorris^  during  the  mockery  of  his  triat, 
wad  harsh  and  unjust  i  the  judgment  tirasr  ft 
sentenced  of  death,  when  a  l^light  repriitiand 
(if  the  affilir  should  have  been  noticed  at  all,) 
would  have  been  amply  sufficient^  and  al- 
though that  sentence  was  not  carried  into  efifecl^ 
(which  Would  have  been  muMer,)  the  su£fen- 
ings  of  Lord  Mountnorris  were  severe.  It  is 
true,  indeed,  as  Lord  Strafford  urged  in  hii 
defence,  that  he  did  not  sit  himsdf  as  Judge 
on  the  court-martial,  *—  it  would  have  been  a 
strange  compHcatiofn  of  injustice,  if  the  same 
man  had  been  at  once  party,  prosecutor^  and 
Judge,  •—  yet  he  summoned  the  court-mattial  j 
he  brought  forward  the  charge  j  he  knew  every 
step,  that  was  taken  in  the  matter ;  and  at  last 
he  sanctioned  and  approved  the  judgments 
What  gave  this  proceeding  a  worse  colour, 
was  the  jealousy  known  to  exist  between  Lord 
Straflford  and  Lord  Mountnorris ;  **  which,"  says 
Lord  Clarendon,  **made  it  be  looked  upon  as  a  Ni. 
pure  act  of  revenge,  and  gave  all  men  warning, 
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how  they  trusted  themselves  in  the  territories, 
where  the  Lord  Deputy  commanded.*'  * 
.  In  the  instances  here  referred  to,  Lord 
Strafford  appears  to  have  been  guilty  of  great 
;  oppression ;  and  it  would  .not  be  too  much  to 
.assert,  in  the  language  of  the  first  charge, 
that  he  exercised  a  tyrannical  and.  exorbitant 
power  over  the  people  subject  to  his  govern- 
ment. Even  Hume,  his  professed  advocate, 
is  obliged  to  admit,  that,  in  his  conduct  to- 
.wards  Lord  Mountnorris,  he  was  not  a  little 
.debauched  by  the  riot  of  absolute  power  and 
uncontrouled  authority,  t  And  it  appears  to 
;be  clear,  that  if  he  had  been  arraigned,  not  for 
treason,  but:fbr  a  high  and  aggravated  misde- 
meanor, ;  the  proceeding  would  have  been  ac- 
cording to  the  regular  course  of  justice,  and 
conformable  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution. 
But  the  conduct  of  the  Commons,  in  waiving 
the  lower  offence,  with  which  he  would  have 
been  justly  chargeable,  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  away  his  life  on  a  charge  of  high 
treason,  of  which  he  was  innocent,  was  a 
violation  of  law  and  justice,  which  nothing 
can  excuse. 
The  second  charge  in  the  bill  of  attainder 
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is,  that  Lord  Strafford  had  by  his  own  au- 
thority commanded  the  laying  arid  assessing* 
of  soldiers  upon  His  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ire- 
land against  their  consent,  to  compel  them  to 
obey  his  unlawful  summons  and  orders,  made ' 
upon  paper  petitions  in  causes  between  party ' 
and  party  J  which  was  accordingly  executed  in 
a  warlike  manner,  upon  divers  of  His  Ma- 
jesty^s  subjects  within  the  realm  of  Ireland  ;  * 
and,  in  so  doing,  did  levy  war  against  the  ^ 
King  and  his  liege  people  in  that  kingdom. 
The  statement  in  the  bill  of  reversal,  that  this 
charge  was  not  established  by  proof,  is  strictly 
correct     For  although,  in  several  instances,' 
it  was  shown,  that  soldiers  had  been  laid  and ' 
assessed  on  houses  and  lands  without  the  con- ' 
sent  of  the  owners,  yet  this  was  not  proved,  in ' 
strictness  of  law  and  by  competent  legal '  evi- ' 

»  *      ♦  ^  -  • 

dence,  to  have  been  done  in  any  one  instance ' 
by  the  order  or  warrant  of  Lord  Strafford  j  nor 
was  it  proved  to  have  been  done  in  any  civil 
cause  between  private  parties.  If  the  military 
force  had  been  employed,  for  the  purpose  of  en-' 
forcing  contribution-money,  or  to  collect  the 
King's  rents,  or  to  compel  delinquents  to  ap- 
pear and  answer  to  a  criminal  charge,  (and  this 
might  have  been  the  case  in  the  instances 
mentioned,  —  at  least,  the  contrary  was  not 
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proved^^  such  a  measure  would  have  been  m 
conformity  with  ihe  long  continued  practice 
and  uspge  of  formar  governments  in  Ireland, 
^ijLt^  waiving  all  discussion  as  to  the  matter  of 
fact»  it  is,  clearer  still,  and  most  indisputably 
true,  that  ^e  charge,  even  if  strictly  and 
fully  proved,  would  not  have  been  treasonable*, 
7he  mere  statement  of  the  charge  is  a  sufldent 
refutation.  To  represent  the  using  of  tiuree 
or  four  soldiers^  instead  of  so  many  bailiffs,  as 
aQ^)unting  to  high  treason,; — ^in  ol^er  words^ 
to  call  the  entering  quietly  into  a  house  or 
land  a  letting  qfwar ;  to  convert  the  executing 
o^process  against  a  few  individuals  into  warfare 
agaimt  the  Uege  people  of  the  realm ;  and,  lastly, 
to  denominate  such  a  proceeding  a  levying 
of  war  against  the  King,  (when,  in  truth,  the 
ac^  complained  of,  ha4  been  4oiie  in  the  ser- 
vice  ofiif^e  King,  by  his  most  trusted  minister  of 
state,  and  for  the  very  purpose  df  enforcing 
obedience  to  the  laws  and  government  of  the 
lining,)* -— all  this,  is  w  unreasonable  and  so 
extr^vaganV  tha|:i  it  requires  only  t^  be  stated, 
in  order  to  be  at  once  exploded. 
As  to  the  next  charge  contained  in  the  bill, 


*  S^e  1  Halei  F-  C.  p,  146)  147. 


TH£   EARL   OF   STRAFFORD.  38  X 

(^hich  is,  that  Lord  Strafford!  bad  advised  Hhe' 
King)  that  he  was  loose  ahd  absolved  frotsi  the 
TiAesi  ei£  ghvertitnenU  and  that  be'hada»£uiny 
in'  Ireland)  by  which  he'  might  reduce  this  kitig- 
domO  ^^  ^^rae  i^esult  of  the  evidence  appeee^sf  to> 
b«)  that  the  word»,  here  impiit^dd  to  L6rdStraf- 
&9fd,  Were  not  j^rovfed;  and^  evert^iFthey  had 
^&em  i^atisfai^toHly  proved,  it  would!  surely  be 
^fi^pbMet'Olts^to  maintaih,  that  he  was  guilty  of 
ttmso%  however  Aneon^tifkitional  mtglA  have^ 
b^tt  the  advit^e,  6r  responsible  the  adviser/ 
Thift  kfiC  charge    (which  imputed  to  Lord 
SHraffot^*  thai  <he^  had  hetti  atti  incendiary 
of  the  vrars  between  Engliiild  and  Sc«tland)j . 
wad  equally  Unfounded'^  both  in  matter  of  fkict 
dud  in  point  of  law. 

A  &w  Words  more,  and  the  case  is  closed.' 
It  ib  ibipossible  to  deny,  that  Lord  Strafford 
waj  ^  cut  off  by  an  ea^  post  fac^  law.  Accord^* 
ifig  t6  llie  established  law  Of  the  land,  he  was* 
dearly  innocent  <if  the  crime  df  treason ;  the 
ex^e<£ieM:,  fii6refi>re, .  of  an  act  of  pariiathent 
Wad  i^estitlled  to]  for  the  {itirpose  of  bringing 
Mm)  Withiti'  tiie^penalties  of  that  ofience.  IFbi^ 
was  a  pa^ble  a<it  of  ifijusti^e,  <<  a  violation  of 
the  substantial  rules  of  criminal  proceedings." 
[Note  G.]  It  is  difficult  to  imagine  any 
justification  for  this  retrospective  proceeding, 
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which  created  a  treason,  and  inflicted  death, 
where  the  offence,  at  the  time  of  its  being  com*^ 
mitted,  was  only  a  misdemeanor.  /<  Quo  jure, 
quo  more,  quo  exemplo  legem  nominatim.  de. 
capite  civis  indemnati  tulistis  ?  Vetant  leges 
saqratse,  vetant  duodecim  tabulae,  leges  prim 
hcHninibus  irrogari ;  id  enim  est  privilegium^ 
Nemo  unquam  tulit;  nihil  est  crudelius,  nihil, 
perniciosius,  nihil  quod  minus  haec  civitaa 
ferre  possit."*  The  plea  of  self-defence, 
which  has  been  alleged  by  some  writers  in, 
vindication  of  the  Commons,  —  if,  under  any 
circumstances^  such  a  plea  can  be  admitted,  to 
justify  a  state  in  putting  a  man  to  death  upon 
an  ex  post  facto  law,-^at  least,  in  a  case  like  the 
present,  is  without  foundation.  The  safety 
of  the  state  could  not  incur  any  danger  ^om 
the  existence  of  an  individualf  (if  his  life  Jbad 
been  spared^)  whose  person  was  in  the  power 
of  the  Commons,  and  at  their  absolute  disposal. 
Nor  was  any  such  plea  ever  urged  by  the  Com- 
mons, who  originated  the  measure,  or  by  the 
Liords,  who  adopted  it,  The  Commons  knew 
their  power  too  weU,  to  fear  the  attempt  of 
an  individual,  whom  they  bad'  so  completely 
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overwhelmed.  They  acted  from  a  principle 
of  retaliation,  and  did  not  scruple  to  avow 
that  unworthy  motive,  Fmstrd  legem  invocat, 
qui  in  legem  committit —^wss  the  sentiment 
addressed  by  St  John  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  is  satisfactory  to  record,  that  tiiere  were 
some  few,  who  at  first  supported  the  impeach- 
ment of  Lord  Strafford  from  motives  of  pat- 
riotism, and  who  afterwards  withheld  their 
consent  from  the  bill  of  attainder,  because 
they  felt  its  injustice. 
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NOTES. 


1  <  •  -       ■  - 

Note,  A.  p.  95. 

1  KB  i*epdit  of  this  ttisly  m^  Mt.  Howdl'ff  coUectioB^ 
does  not  contain  any  part  of  theievidiencat  I  AaVe^  there* 
fore,  used  the  report  of  the  trial  by  RuBhworth,^  which 
occupies  a  large  folio  volume  of  his  historical  collec- 
tions ;  and,  from  this  report,  have  made  an  abstract  of 
all  the  evidence,  which  appeared  to  be  material.  The 
report  of  Rushworth  seems  to  have  been  drawn  up 
with  the  most  exact  care  and  scrupulous  fidelity.  I 
have  also  consulted  and  referred  to  the  history  of  Lord 
Clarendon,  Whitelock's  Memorials,  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary History. 

Note  B.  p.  98. 

No  trace  of  the  latter  part  of  this  speech,  against 
Lord  Stra£Pord,  is  to  be  found  either  in  Rushworth, 
Whitelock,  or  the  Parliamentary  History.  According 
to  Rushworth,  the  course  of  proceeding  in  the  House 
was  this :  After  Pym's  speech  on  the  subject  of  griev- 
ances, Lord  Digby  moved,  that  a  Select  Committee 
should  be  appointed,,  to  draw  up  such  a  remonstrance 
to  the  King,  as  should  be  a  faithful  and  lively  repre- 
sentation of  the  deplorable  state  of  the  kingdom,  and 
such  as  might  discover  tlie  pernicious  authors  of  it; 
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m^d  thfit  the  House  shoulds^  ^i^  all  sp^ed,  jr^pair  to 
the  liOipik  wi^  this  rep^(>nstraiM(e,;  and  jde^e  diem  to 
joia  iDt  it«  This  motioii  was  unapimously  agreed  to* 
O^.the  siecond  day  after  this^  a  Baotion  was  suddenly 
inade  by  Pym^  who  d^fslan^d,.  that  he-  had  $0m^ing 
o(  importance;  to  comn;iun|cat(S  to  the.  Ifou^y  and 
desired,  that  th^  doors  of  tHe  House  might  be  Ibcked. 
Tbi^  being  done,  he  informed  the  Hcmse,  that  several 
persons  had  glveninfoniiatian,  which  would  be  a  good 
ground  for  aqcusing  the  Earl  of  Strafford  of  high  trea- 
son. The  Hpuse,  upon  this,  appointed  seveq  members 
to  withdraw  and  consider  die  information;,  who  immer 
diately.r^tired^  to  prepare  a  charge  agaitiat  the  EarL 
The  Committee  reported,  that  they  found  just  cause 
to  accuse  the  Earl  of  Strafford  of  high  tiieason*  See 
Bushworth's.  Coll.  vol.  iv.  p.  32. 42; 

» 

Note  C.  p.  163. 

Lord  Digby,  in  the  speech  which  he  delivered  in  the 
House  of  Commons  against'  the  bill,  of  attainder,  de- 
tailed the  evidence,  which  had  been  given  by  Sir  H. 
Vane  in  his  examination,  before  the  committee,  pre- 
vious to  the  trial.  * 

"  Mr,  Secretary,"  said  Lord  Digby,  "  was  exa- 
mined thrice  upon  oath  at  the  preparatory  committee. 
The  first  time,  he  was  questioned  to  all  the  interroga- 
tories, and  to  that  "psict  of  the  seventh,  which  con- 
cerns the  army  .;Of  Jie]and.  He  s^d  positively  in 
these  wor^s,  <  I  cannpt  charge;  him  -wiih  th^t.'  But, . 
for  the  rest,  he  desired  time'  to  recollect^  himself; 


■■i*«  *■  I  «i  I  «w 
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which  was  granted  him.  Some  days  after,  he  was- 
examined  a  second  time,  and  then  deposed  these 
words  concerning  the  King's  being  absolved  from  rules 
of  government,  and  so  forth,  very  clearly.  But  being 
prest  to  that  part,  concerning  the  Irish  army,  he  said 
again,  <I  can  say  nothing  to  thac'  Here  we  thought 
we  had  done  with  him ;  till,  divers  weeks  after,  my 
Lord  of  Northumberland  and  all  others  of  the  junto 
denying  to  have  heard  any  thing  concerning  those 
words,  (of  reducing  England  by  the  Irish  army,)  it  was 
thought  fit  to  examine  the  Secretary  once  more ;  and 
then  he  deposes  these  words  to  have  been  said  by  the 
Earl  of  Strafford  to  His  Majesty,  ^You  have  an 
army  in  Ireland,  which  you  may  employ  here  to  re- 
reduce  this  kingdom.' " 

There  cannot  be  a  doubt,  that  this  representation 
of  Sir  H.  Vane's  evidence  was  correct;  for  its  cor- 
rectness does  not  appear  to  have  been  denied  by  Pym 
or  the  other  members  of  the  committee,  though  they 
must  have  had  in  their  possession  the  original  ex- 
amination, with  which  Lord  Digby's  statement  might 
have  been  easily  compared.  And  if  Sir  H.  Vane 
gave  such  evidence  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  we  must  conclude  that  his  evi- 
dence before  the  House  of  Peers  was  designedly  &lse. 

Note  D.  p.  195. 

The  Bill,  on  the  third  reading,  was  opposed  by 
Lord  Digby,  who  had  taken  a  very  active  part  against 
Lord  Strafford  during  the  impeachment.  His  speech, 
on  that  occasion,  is  preserved  by  Rushworth ;  and  a 
few  passages   from  it  are  worthy  of  notice.*     He 
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Stated,  in  explanation  of  his  own  conduct,'  that  he  had 
been  informed,  that  Lord  Strafford  would  be  proved  to 
have  advised  the  King  to  employ  the  army  oi Ireland  for 
reducing  England.  "  This,"  said  Lord  Digby,  "  I  was 
assured,  would  be,proved,  before  Igave  my  consent  to  his 
accusation.  I  was  confirmed  during  the  prosecution, 
and  fortified  in  it  most  of  all  siilce  Sir  H.  Vane's  pre- 
paratory examination,  by  the  assurances  that  worthy 
member  Mr.  Pym  gave  me,  that  his  testimony  would 
be  made  convincing  by  some  notes  of  what  passed  at 
that  junto  concurrent  with  it;  which  I  ever  under- 
standing to  be  of  some  other  counsellor,  you  see  now, 
prove  but  a  copy  of  the  same  Secretarjr's  notes, 
discovered  and  produced  in  the  manner  you  have 
heard."  Then  he  pointed  out  the  great  differences 
between  the  evidence,  which  Sir  H.  Vane  gave  before 
the  Committee,  and  that  which  he  gave  before  the 
House  of  Lords ;  which  has  been  already  mentioned 
in  a  former  note.  The  following  passages,  at  the  con- 
clusion of  his  speech,  are  impressive* 

"  God  keep  us  from  giving  judgment  of  death  on 
any  man,  and  of  ruin  to  his  innocent  posterity,  on  a 
law  made  a  posteriori.  Let  the  mark  be  set  on  the 
door  where  the  plague  is,  and  then  let  him,  who  will 
enter,  die. 

^^  Let  every  man  lay  his  hand  upon  his  heart,  and 
sadly  consider,  what  we  are  going  to  do  with  a  truth  ; 
. —  either  justice  or  murder.  For,  doubtless,  he  who 
commits  murder  with  the  sword  of  justice,  heightens 
that  crime  to  the  utmost. 

<^  The  danger  being  so  great,  and  the  cause  so 
doubtful,  that  I  see  the  best  lawyers  in  diametrical 
opposition  concerning  it,  let  every  man  clear  his 
heart,  as  he  does  his  eyes,,  when  he  would  judge  of  a 
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nice  and  subtile  object  The  eye^  if  it  be  predneted 
witli  any  ooloor,  is  vitisted  in  its  discerning^!  Let  us 
take  heed  of  a  blood-shot  eye  in  judgment 

**  Let  every  inan  purge  his  heart  clear  of  all  pas* 
sions.  Away  with  personal  animosities;  atvay  with 
all  flatteries  to  the  people,  in  being  the  sharpier  against 
him,  because  he  is  odious  to  them;  away  with  all 
fears,  lest  by  the  sparing  of  bis  blood  they  may  be  in^ 
censed ;  away  with  all  such  considerations,  as  that  it 
is  not  fit  for  a  parliament,  that  One  accused  by  it  of 
treason  should  escape  with  life.  Of  all  these  cor- 
rnptives  of  judgment,  I  do  before  God  discharge  my« 
self,  to  the  uttermost  of  my  power;  aAd  dd  with  a 
a  elear  condetlCe  wash  my  hands  of  this  man's  blood, 
by  this  solemn  protestation,  that  my  vote  goes  not  to 
the  taking  of  the  Earl  of  Strafford's  life.'' — For  this 
speech  Lord  Digby  was  sharply  questioned  by  the 
House,  and  required  to  give  an  explanation.*  Such 
was  the  freedom  of  debate,  in  a  case  of  life  and  death; 
and  so  natural  was  it  for  prosecutors  to  forget,  that 
they  were  judges. 

Note  E.  p.  210. 

• 

The  proceedings,  in  the  House  of  Commons^ 
against  the  Judges,  had  taken  place  some  months 
befove  this  time.  '^  On  the  1 5th  of  December," 
writes  Wbitelock,  ^  tbe  Commons  voted,  that  a  bill 
should  b^  brought  in,  for  fining  the  Judges  for  their 
opinions  and  judgment  in  the  case  of  ship*mon^« 
Jmmeclwtely  afbrwards,  they  proposed  to  impeach  the 
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Lord  Keeper  Finch,  (who  was  thp  chief  adviser  for 
the  levying  of  ship-money,)  of  high  treason.     On 
this  occasion' the  Lord  Keeper  degraded  himself,  by 
declaring  at  the  bar  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
<^  he  would  rather  beg  his  bread  from  door  to  door, 
with  dc^e  cbolum  Belisarioj  With  their'  favor,   than 
be  never  so  high  and  honored,  with  their  di^lea- 
sure/'     It  was  a  sad  sight,  (says  Whitelock,)  to  see  a 
person  of  his  greatness,  parts,  and  favor,  to  appear  in 
such  a  posture  before  such  an  assembly  to  plead  for 
his  life  and  fortunes."     The  Lord  Keeper  was  on  the 
same  day  voted  a  traitor,  finr  soliciting,  persuading, 
and  threatening  the  Judges  to  deliver  their  opiliions 
for  the  levying  of  ship-money,  and  on  other  charges. 
On  the  ISth  of  February,  Sir  Robert  Berkley,  one 
of  the  Judges  of  the  King's  Bench,  who  gave  his 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  levying  of  ship-money,  was 
impeached  by  the  Commons  of  high  treason.     By  the 
command   of  the   House  of  Lords,   Maxwell,  the 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  came  to  the  King's  Bench, 
where  the  Judges  were  sitting,  took  Judge  Berkley 
off  the  bench,    and  carried  him  away  to  prison; 
"which,**   says  Whitelock,   "struck  a  great  terror 
into  the  rest  of  his  brethren  then  sitting  in  West* 
minster  Hall,  and  in  all  his  profession."   Whitelock's 
Mem.  39,  40.     This  violent  measure  could  not  ftdl  to 
mak^  the  Ju(^es,  who  were  before  in  the  interest 
<^  the  Crown,  thenceforth  subservient  to  the  ruling 
party  in  the  House  of  Commons;  and  the  result 
would  be  equally  &tal  to  ^e  pure  administraladn  of 
jttsticei 
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Note  F.  p.  210, 

WhUelcck  gives  the  following  account  of  the  sittt-* 
ation  of  the  King  at  this  time. 

"  The  King  being  much  perplexed  upon  the  tender- 
ing of  these  two  bills  to  him,  (the  bill  for  the  conti- 
nuance of  Parliament,  and  the  bill  of  attainder,) 
between  the  clamours  of  a  discontented  people,  and 
an  .unsatisfied  conscience;  he  took  advice  (as  some 
reported,)  of  several  of  the  bishops,  and  of  others  his 
intimate  counsellors,  what  to  do  in  this  intricate  af- 
fair ;  and  that  the  major  part  of  them  urged  to  him 
the  opinions  of  the  Judges  that  this  was  treason,  and 
the  bill  legaL  They  pressed  likewise  the  votes  of  the 
Pairliament ;  that  he  was  but  one  man  ;  that  no  other 
expedient  would  be  found  out  to  appease  the  enraged 
people,  and  that  the  consequences  of  a  furious  mul- 
titude would  be  very  terrible.  Upon  all  which  they 
persuaded  him  to  pass  the  bills.  But  the. chief  motive 
was  said  to  be,  a  letter  of  the  Earl  of  Stra£Pord,  wherein 
the  gallant  Earl  takes  notice  of  these  things,  and  what 
is  best  for  his  Majesty  in  these  straits,  and  to  set  his 
conscience  at  liberty*  ^  He  doth  mostf  humbly  beseech 
him,  for  prevention  of  such  mischief  as  may  happen 
by  his  refusal  to  pass  the  bills,  to  remove  him  out  of 
the  way,  towards  that  blessed  agreement,  which  God 
(I  trust,)  shall  for  ever  establish  betwixt  you  and  your 
subjects.  Sir,  my  consent  herein  shall  more  acquit 
yoii  to  God,  than  all  the  world  can  besides.  To  a 
'  willing  man  there  is  no  injury.'  If  not  [by]  base  be- 
traying of  their  master  by  these  passages,  and  by  some 
private  dealings,  the  King  was  persuaded  to  sign  a 
commission  to  three  Lords  to  pass  these  two  bills ; 
and  that  he  should  ever  be  brought  to  it,  was  admired 
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by  most  of  his  subjects^  as  well  as  by  foreigners. 
Himself  ingenuously  acknowledgeth  the  grounds  of 
doing  this,  and  his  error  therein,  in  his  excellent 
Eikon  Bastl.9  chap.  5."  Whitelock's  Mem.  p.  45. 

Rushworth  gives  Lord  Strafford's  letter  at  length, 
p.  743 ;  and  mentions  the  passage  in  the  Eikon  Basils 
above  referred  to,  as  containing  the  reflections  of  the 
King.    See  p.  775. 

Note  G.  p.  231. 

Mr.  Brodie  in  his  History  of  tlie  British  Empire, 
and  Mr.  Godwin  in  his  History  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  England,  have  defended  the  proceeding  by  bill  of 
attainder.  To  their  opinions  is  opposed  the  higher 
authority  of  Mr.  Fox,  who  has  avowed  his  opinion, 
that  this  proceeding  «  was  a  departure  from  the  sacred 
principles  of  criminal  justice."  ^*  It  can  rarely  happen, 
(he  proceeds  to  say,)  that  the  mischief  to  be  appre- 
hended from  suffering  any  criminal,  however  guilty, 
to  escape,  can  be  equal  to  that  resulting  from  the 
violation  of  those  rules,  to  which  the  innocent  owe  the 
security  of  all  that  is  dear  to  them.  If  such  cases  have 
existed,  they  must  have  been  jn  instances,  when  trial 
has  been  wholly  out  of  the  question,  as  in  that  of 
Caesar  and  other  tyrants.  But  when  a  man  is  once 
in  the  situation  to  be  tried,  and  his  person  in  the 
power  of  his  accusers  and  his  judges,  he  can  no 
longer  be  formidable  in  that  degree,  which  alone  can 
justify  (if  any  thing  can,)  the  violation  of  the  sub- 
stantial rules  of  criminal  proceedings."  History  of 
the  Early  Part  of  the  Reign  of  James  IL,  p.  10. 
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HIGH    TREASON. 
12  Charles  IL  1660.— 5  HimM,  d4r7.  1011. 


One  of  the  first  objects  which  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  Governmentafler  the  Restor- 
ation, was  the  trial  of  those  who  had  taken 
the  most  active  part  in  the  prosecution  and 
'murder  of  Charles  the  First.  Forty-nine  per- 
sons had  been  excepted  by  name  from  the 
act  of  general  indemnity  and  pardon,  as  guilty 
of  sentencing  the  King  to  death,  or  of  sign- 
ing the  warrant  for  his  execution,  or  as  hav- 
ing been  instrumental  in  taking  away  his  life. 
fNoTE  A.]  The  proceedings  commenced  on 
the  9th  of  October,  1660,  when  a  bill  was 
presented  to  the  grand  jury  against  thirty- 
two.     On  that  occasion.  Sir  Orlando  Bridg- 
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P.  988.  man,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  [Note  B.}  ad- 
dressed  the  grand  jury  in  a  speech  of  great 
length ;  in  the  course  of  which,  he  insisted 
much  on  the  divine  right  of  kings  to  rule 
their  subjects,  free  from  aU  responsibility; 
reprobated  in  the  strongest  terms  the  vio- 
lent/proceedings  of  the  LcHig  Parliament; 
and  concluded  with  the  following  exhortation, 
well  suited  to  the  temper  of  the  times,  but 
unfit  for  a  court  of  justice.  "  You  are  now 
to  inquire  of  blood,  of  royal  blood,  of  sacred 
blood ;  blood  like  that  of  the  saints  under  the 
altar,  crying,  ^Quotisque  Domine.*  This 
blood  cries  for  vengeance,  and  will  not  be 
appeased  without,  a  bloody  i%u:nfice;  He  that 
conceals  or  favors  the  guilt  of  blood,  wilfully 
and  knowingly  takes  it  ujpon  himself;  and 
we  know,  that  from  the  time  when  the  Jews 
said,  *  let  his  blood  be  on  us  and  on  our  seed,' 
it  has  continued  on  them  and  their  posterity 
to  this  day.'  *'  The  jury  immediately  found 
a  true  bill,  and  the  court  adjourned  to  the 
next  day,  (the  10th  of  October,)  when  the 
trials  commenced. 

p.  996.  The  indictment  charged  the  prisoners  with 

compassing  and  imagining  the  death  of  the 
late  King.  The  overt  acts  of  this  treason, 
charged  in  the  indictment,  were,  first,  the 
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meeting  and  consulting  together,  and  propos- 
ing to  put  ^&e  Kiiig  to  death ;  secondly,  their 
sitting  together,  and  assuming  an  authority  to 
put  him  to  death ;  'thirdly,  their  sentencing, 
the  King  to  death. 

Thesg  appear,  from  the  summing  up  of. the 
Lcfrd  Chief  Baron,  to  have  been  the  overt 
acts  laid  in  the  indicttaent  But  it  is  pro- 
bable, that  the  actual  killing  of  the  King  was 
one  of  the  overt  acts  charged  against  the  pri- 
soner: for  the  ju(^es  had  resolved,  previously 
to  the  trial,  that  this  act  of  killing  the  King 
should  be  precisely  charged,  with  all  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  it,  as  an  overt  act  to 
prove  the  compassing  of  the  King's  death.* 
This  is  a  striking  illustration  of  the  difference 
b0tween  the  overt  act  of  treason,  and  the  trea- 
son itself .  The  compassing  and  imagining  of 
the  King^s  death  constitutes  so  essentially  the 
crime  of  treason,  that  even  the  murder  of  the 
King  could  not  be  laid  as  the  substantive 
treason,  but  only  as  the  means  employed,  or 
the  act  done,  in  pursuance  and  prosecution 
of  such  compassing. 

As  the  prisoners  severed  in  their  challenges, 
it  was  found  necessary  to  try  them  separately. 


*  Kelyng's  Rep.  p.  8. 
R  3 


246  THE   TRIAL 

The  first  tried  Was  Harrison,  who  had  held  a 
high  command  in  the  army  iii  the  tune  of  the 
ConUhonwealth.  The  Solicitor-General,  Sir 
Heneage  finch,  opened  the  case  on  the  part 
of  the  prosecution.  He  stated,  that  the  scope 
of  the  indictment  was  for  compassing  the 
death  of  the  King ;  that  die  r6st  of  tlie  in- 
dictment, such  as,  the  usurping  authori^ 
over  the  King's  person,  the  assembling,  sitt- 
ting,  judging,  and  killing  of  the  King,  wefi^ 
but  so  mafiy  overt  acts,  to  prove  the  intention 
of  the  heart  "  And  if  we  can  prove,"  said 
the  Solicitor-General,  "  any  other  overt  acts 
besides  what  is  laid  in  the  indictment,  (as,  the 
encouraging  the  soldiers  to  cry  out  for  justice,, 
or  preaching  to  them  to  go  on  in  this  work 
as  godly  and  religious,  or  any  other  act  of  all 
that  catalogue  of  villainies,  for  which  the 
story  will  be  for  ever  iifamous,)  this  may  be 
given  in  evidence  to  prove  the  compassing 
and  imagining  of  the  King's  death.'* 
P.  1017.      The  evidence,  produced  against  the  pri- 

soner  was  so  clear  and  strong,  that  it  could  j 

not  leave  a  doubt  of  his  guilt.  Many  witnesses 
proved,  that  he  sat  on  the  bench  of  the  high 
court  of  justice,  as  one  of  the  judges,  for  se- 
veral days  during  the  trial  of  the  King  j  that 
he  was  on  the  bench  on  the  S7th  January, 
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16499  when  the  setttende  of  the  court  wad 
passed  for  the  execution ;  and^  while  the  sen* 
tence  was  read,  be  was  observed  to  stand  up  with 
others  of  the  judges,  as  giving  his  assent  It 
appeared  also,  that  he  had  been  one  of  a  com*- 
mittee,  appointed  for  tfie  conducting  of  the  im- 
peacfajcaeut ;  and  that,  on  oneof  their  meetings, 
when  it  was  proposed  to  contract  the  length 
of  the  chaige,  he  advised  the  infamous  ex^ 
pedient  of  hlackeniDig  the  King's  character^  At 
the  same  meeting,  he  gave  an  account  of  wha;t 
had  parsed  between  himself  and  the  King, 
in  their  way  from  Hurst  Castle  or  Windsor  to 
London:  "  The  King,*'  said  Harrison,  **  was 
importunate  to  know,  what  we  intended  to  do 
with  him,  and  whether,  or  not,  we  intended 
to  kill  him?'*  to  which  he  answered,  that 
they  had  no  such  intention,  but  that  the  Lord 
had  reserved  him  for  a  public  example  of 
justice. 

It  was  further  prdved,  that  the  prisoner  p.  1020. 
had  the  command  of  a  party,  who  conducted 
the  King  from  Hurst  Castle  to  London ;  that 
when  the  King  arrived  at  Bagshot,  and  was 
at  dinner,  the  prisoner  ordered  guards  to 
stand  at  every  door  of  the  room ;  and  that, 
on  their  way  from  Bagshot  to  Windsor,  h^ 

s^  R  4 
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ordered  several  of  bis  officers  to  ride  dose  to 
the  King,  to  prevent  escape. 

p.  losi.  A  warrant  was  produced,  which  had  been 
delivered  to  the  witness  by  Scobell,  the  clerk 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  pursuance  of 
an  order  of  the  House.  The  signature  of 
the  prisoner  was  proved  by  two  witnesses, 
who  had  often  seen  him  make  his  signature 
on  other  occasions ;  and  the  prisoner  himself, 
at  the  trial,  acknowledged  his  writing.  The 
warrant  was  then  read.  It  was  a  warrant  for 
summoning  a  court,  called  the  High  Court  of 

P-  losi^  Justice,  for  the  trial  of  the  King.  A  war- 
rant, also,  for  the  execution  of  the  King,  was 
produced }  and  the  prisoner  avowed  his  sig« 
nature  in  this,  as  in  the  other  instance. 

Some  of  the  overt  acts  were  proved  by 
more  than  two  witnesses.  It  would  have 
been  sufficient,  if  one  witness  had  proved  one 
overt  act  of  traitorous  compassing,  and  ano- 
ther witness  had  proved  another  overt  act  of 
the  same  species  of  treason.  This  was  so 
resolved  by  the  judges,  at  a  conference 
previous  to  the  trial.*  The  same  rule  had 
been  adopted  on  former  occasions ;  and,  after- 


*  See  Kelyog,  p.  9. 
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Wardsy  was  expressly  sanctioned  by  a  statute 
in  the  reign  of  William  the  Third. 

The  language  and  sentiments  of  the  prri-  P.  1034. 
soner,  when  called  upon  for  his  defence,  af- 
ford  a  striking  instance  of  that  mixture  of 
fanaticism  and  hypocrisy^  witli  which  the 
character  of  those  times  was  so  strongly  in- 
fected. He  avowed,  in  a  tone  of  triumph, 
that  the  deed  ha4  not  been  done  in  a  comer ; 
that  its  sound  had  gone  forth  into  many  na- 
tions. He  believed,  the  hearts  of  many  had 
fdt  the  terrors  of  that  presence  of  God, 
which  was  with  his  servants  in  those  days ; 
and  they  would  bear  witness,  that  the  deed 
was  not  done  in  a  comer.  <<  Often,''  exclaimed 
he  (in  a  strain,  which  had  been  before  success- 
iiilly  employed  by  the  leaders  of  his  party,) 
<<  have  I  besought,  with  tears  and  supplica- 
tions, the  great  Searcher  of  the  human  heart, 
to  whom  you  and  all  kingdoms  are  less  than 
a  drop  of  water,  to  vouchsafe  to  me  some 
conviction  on  my  conscience ;  and  I  have  re- 
ceived assurances,  and  I  firmly  believe,  hea- 
ven wiU,  ere  long,  testify,  that  there  was  more 
of  God  than  men  suppose,  in  the  marvellous 
acts  which  have  been  performed.''  After 
proceeding  for  some  time  in  the  same  fana- 
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tical  Strain^  he  justified  his  condoet  on  th« 
plea,  that  what  had  be^i  done  was  done  *  in 
the    name  of  the  Parliament  of  England, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  supreme  aHtboxify 
in  the  States  and  therefore   could  not  be 
^paestioned  out  of  Parliament.    He  reqtiested 
the  Court  to  assign  him  couh^    for  the 
purpose  :of  arguing  this  question*    But  the 
counsel  for  the  Crowii    insisted,    that  tfa^ 
which  the  prisoner  had  urged  in  his  defeilce,f 
was  a  new  treason,  and  that  counsel  could 
not  regularly  be  assigned.    The  Lord  Chief 
p.  1026.  Baron  said,  <<You  pretend,  indeed,  the  au^ 
thodty  of  Pai^liament  ^^  but,  when  you  speak 
of  it,  you  i^y  the  Commons  alcme.    They 
were  but  on^  House  of  Parliament.  The  Par-^ 
liament  -^  what  is  that  ?  It  is  the  King,  the 
Lords,   and   the  Commons*     I  would  faid 
know  of  you,  where  have  you  ever  read,  by 
the  light  which  you  say  you  have  in  your 
conscience,  that  the  Commons  of  England 
were  a  Parliament  of  England,  or  that  the 
Commons  alone  in  Parliament  used  a  legisla- 
tive power  ?  in  what  book  have  you  read,  that 
the  Common^  ever  were  the  Parliament,  or 
ever  exercised  alone  the  legislative  power? 
We  have  been  long  enough  cheated  by  names 
and  words ;  there  is  not  a  colour  for  what  you 
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s^y.  To  sqpeak  of  thia  pretended  power^  and . 
justify  ibis  powerf  is  an  aggravaliony  adding, 
one  tre^ason  to  anothen  We  shall  tell  you». 
that  i\either  both ,  Houses  of  Parliament,  nor 
any  single  person  or  community,  nor  the  peo<- 
ple  collectively  or  representatively,  bad  aay 
colour  to  have  coercive  power  over  their 
King.  And  this  plea^  which  you  have  made, . 
must  be  over^ruled.'*  Harrison  still  main- 
tained that  the  act  which  had  been  done, 
had  bQCQ  done  by  one  estate  of  Parliament, 
and  there&fre  could  hot  be  questioned  in  any 
other  court.  The  other  judges  declared  their 
opinion  to  the  same  effect  as  the  Chief  Baron. 
The  Earl  of  Manchester  called  upon  the 
judges  "  to  go  some  other  way  to  work."  And 
one  of  the  judges,  (Justice  Wild,)  after  remark-* 
ing  that  the  prisoner  had  confessed  the  fact, 
and  that  he  forgot  the  barbarousness  of  his 
party,  who  would  not  hear  the  King  in  his  de** 
fence,  beseeched  the.  Chief  Baron  to  direct  the* 
jury  for  their  verdict.  The  Court  upon.tfais; 
over-ruled  the  plea^  and  asked  the  prisoner, 
whether  he  had  any  thing  else  to  offer. 

Harrison,   upon  this^  insisted,    <<that  not'<  P.  1071. 
Avithstanding  the  judgment  of  so  many  learned 
persons,  that  the  kings  of  England  were  not 
accountable  to  the  Parliament,  yet  the  Lords 
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and  Commons,  in  the  beginning  of  the  war, 
had  declared,  that  the  war  liad  been  begun  by 
the  King ;  that  the  God  of  Gods  — •''  upon 
which  the  Court  interposed,  observing,  that 
such  language  would  not  be  suffered.  '*  I 
would  not,''  resumed  the  prisoner,  <<  willingly 
speak  to  o£fend  any  man ;  but,  I  know,  God 
is  no  respecter  of  persons.  His  setting  up 
his  standard  against  the  people  — ''  The 
Court  again  interposed,  reminding  him, 
that  this  could  not  be  suffered,  and  that  it 
did  not  relate  to  the  business  before  the 
Court  The  prisoner  continued :— <<  I  should 
have  abhorred  to  have  brought  him  to  ac- 
count, had  not  the  blood  of  Englishmen,  Uiat 
had  been  shed — '*  This  called  up  the  coun- 
sel for  the  Crown,  who  said,  the  prisoner 
ought  to  be  sent  to  Bedlam,  till  he  should  be 
taken  to  the  gallows  to  render  his  account ; 
that  it  was  in  a  manner  a  new  impeachment 
of  the  King,  to  justify  their  treasons  against  his 
late  Majesty.  The  Solicitor-General  prayed, 
that  the  jury  might  go  together,  to  consider 
the  evidence.  Sir  £dward  Turner  said,  the 
prisoner  had  the  plague  all  over  him ; :  that 
any,  who  stood  near  him,  would  be  infected: 
*<  Let  us  say  to  him,  as  they  used  to  write  over 
an  house  infected,   <The  Lord  have  mercy 
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upon  him/  and  so  let  the  officer  take  him 
away.'*  The  Lord  Chief  Baron  declared 
again,  the  Court  was  ready  to  hear  the  pri- 
soner, but  that  such  language  could  not  be 
suffered.  f^To  extenuate  your  crimes,  you 
may  go  on,  but  you  must  not.  go  on  as  be- 
fore." «*I  must  not  speak,**  said  Harrison, 
**  so  as  to  be  pleasing  to  men ;  but  if  I  must  > 
not  have  liberty  as  an  Englishman  -— *'  The 
Court  exhorted  him  not  to  reflect  thus  j  that  he 
had  more  liberty,  than  any  prisoner  in  his  con- 
dition could  expect ;  and  that  if  he  would  only 
keep  to  the  business,  he  might  urge  any  thing 
in  his  defence.  The  prisoner  agam  and  again 
insisted,  that  what  he  had  done  had  been  by 
supreme  authority ;  and  appealed  to  the  con- 
science of  the  Court,  that  they  could  not  call 
it  in  question.  *<You  have  appealed  to  our 
consciences,**  said  the  Lord  Chief  Baron. 
"  We  shall  do  that,  by  the  blessing  of  God, 
which  shall  be  just ;  for  which  we  shall  an- 
swer before  the  tribunal  of  God.** 

The  Lord  Chief  Baron  then  summed  up  P,  1033. 
the  case  to  the  jury.  After  stating  that  the^ 
prisoner  was  indicted  for  compassing,  imagin- 
ing, and  contriving  the  death  of  the  King,  he 
proceeded  thus,  laying  down  the  law  with 
great  accuracy,   both  with  reference  to  the 
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charge,  and  with  reference  also  to  the  facts 
of  the  case  and  the  province  of  the  jury.  "  In 
this  indictment  there  are  several  things  given 
but  as  evidence  of  the  compassing  his  death ; 
they  are  but  the  overt  acts  of  it  The  cme 
is,  first,  that  they  did  meet  and  consult  toge- 
ther about  the  putting  the  King  to  death ; 
and  that  alone,  if  nothing  else  had  been 
proved  in  the  case,  was  enough  for  you  to 
find  the  indictment;  (or  the  imagination 
alone  is  treason  by  the  law.  But  because  the 
compassing  and  imagining  the  death  of  the 
King  is  secret  in  the  heart,,  and  no  man 
knows  it  but  God  Almighty,  it  is  not  such  as 
the  law  can  take  hold  of,  unless  it  appear  by 
some  overt  acts.  Then  the  &st  overt  act  is 
their  meeting,  consulting,  and  proposing  to 
put  the  King  to  death.  The  second  is  more 
open ;  namely,  their  sitting  together,  and  as- 
suming an  authority  to  put  the  King  to  death. 
The  third  is,  sentencing  the  King.  And  I 
must  tell  you,  that  the  proof  of  any  rnie  of  these 
acts  will  prove  the  indictment.  If  you  find 
him  guilty  of  any  one  of  them,  either  of  the 
consulting,  proposing,  sitting,  or  sentencing, 
(though  there  is  full  proof  for  all,)  yet  notwith- 
standing you  ought  to  find  the  indictment." 
P.  1033.         The  jury  immediately  found  the  prisoner 

13 


OF  HARBISON.  *55 

guilty.  He  died,  avowing  the  same  senti- 
ments, expressed  in  language  of  still  deeper 
and  darker  fanatiGisin*  Bishop  Burnet  re- 
lates, that  he  went  throdgh  all  the  horrible 
indignities  and  severities  of  his  execution^ 
(it)  which  the  letter  of  the  law  in  cases  of  trea^ 
son  wias  punctually  observed,)  <^  wiljir  a  calmr 
ness,  or  rather  cheerfulness,  that  adtpnished 
the  spectators.'' 

The  proof  of  the  confinement  of  the  person 
of  the  King,  though  not  one  of  the  overt  acts 
laid  in  the  indictment,  appears  to  have  been 
admitted,  in  conformity  with  a  resolution  of 
the  judges,  at  a  conference  held  previous  to 
the  trial  Their  resolution  was,  in  the  foUowr 
ing  terms :  **  If  any  one  overt  act,  tending  to 
the  compassing  of  the  Kinjg's  deathi,  be  laid 
in  the  indictment,  any  other  overt  act,  which 
tends  to  the  compassing  of  the  King's  death, 
may  be  given  in  evidence,  together*  with  that 
which  is  laid*"  *  Lord  Hale  also  seeitis  to  have 
held  the  same  doctrine :  he  says,  -^^  if  any  one 
of  the  overt  acts,  laid  in  the  indictment,  be 
proved,  any  other  overt  act,  qfthe  mme  kind 
or  species  qftreasoriy  though  not  laid,  may  be 


*  See  Kelyng,  p.  8.  res.  5. 
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given  in  evidence,   to  aggravate  the  crime, 
and  make  it  more  probable,'^    The  proof  of 
overt  acts,  not  laid  in  the  indictment,  might, 
indeed,  aggravate  the  charge  to  almost  any 
extent ;  and,  by  encreasing  the  diiSiculty  of 
the  prisoner's  defence,  may  be  said  to  render 
the  crime  more  probable.     But,  for  this  rea- 
son, such  proof  ought  not  to  have  been  al- 
lowed.  It  is  not  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  justice,  to  bring  forward  at  the  trial,  for 
the  first  time,  without  notice  to  the  prisoner, 
any  fresh  clmrge  entirely  distinct  from  the 
charges^  contained  in  the   indictment,    and 
not  in  any  manner    tending    to  the  proof 
of  them,  t     The   accused  would    thus    be 
taken  by  surprise,   and  be  unprepared  for 
his  defence.     It  is  not  surprising,   that  the 
judges,    after    adopting   such    a  resolution, 
should  proceed  one  step    further,  and   de- 
clare,   (as  they  did,   within  three  years  af- 
terwards,) that,   even  if  none  of  the  overt 
acts,  laid  in  the  indictment,  were  proved,  it 
would  be  sufficient  to  prove  any  other  overt 
acts  qf  the  same  species  qf  treason.X    These 


«  See  1  Hale,  P.  C.  121.      f  See  Foster,  Cr.  Lv  244. 246. 

j:  Seel  Hale,  P.  CI  21. 
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harsh  constructions  m  the  law  of  treason  were, 
in  many  instances,  acted  upon,  to  the  great 
oppression  of  the  subject ;  till,  at  length,  they 
were  abolished  by  the  statute  of  William  III., 
which  enacts,  that  no  evidence  shall  be  ad- 
mitted of  any  overt  act,  that  is  not  expressly 
laid  in  the  indictment  *  The  meaning  of 
this  clause  is,  that  no  overt  act,  which 
amounts  to  a  distinct  independent  charge^ 
can  be  proved,  (even  though  it  fall  under  the 
same  head  of  treason,  as  that  charged,)  unless 
expressly  laid  in  the  indictment ;  but  still,  it  ' 
is  to  be  observed,  such  overt  acts  may  be 
given  in  evidence,  though  not  laid  in  the  in- 
dictment, as  amount  to  direct  proof  of  ano- 
ther overt  act  which  is  laid,  t 


*  Stat.  7  W.  3.  c.  3.  s.  8.     See  Foster,  Cn  L.  246. 

f  See  Foster,  p.  245.  And  see  remarks  on  Sir  Henry 
Vane's  case,  adjinem. 
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NOTES. 


Note  A,  p.  343. 

S^s  Stat  12  Cba.2.  c.  1 1.  s.34.  In  addition  to  these 
forty-nine,  the  four  following  persons,  all  of  them 
dead,  namely,  Cromwell,  Ireton,  Bradshaw,  and 
Pride,  were  excepted }  see  sec.  37.  Sir  Harry  Vane 
and  Lambert,  were  excepted  by  another  section  from 
the  general  pardon ;  see  sec  42.  Sir  Heneage 
Finch,  afterwards  Lord  Nottingham,  opposed  the 
clause  against  the  four  above-named,  who  were  dead. 
See  Pari.  Deb.  Aug.  22.  1660. 

Note  B,  p.  244. 

Sir  Orlando  Bridgman  was  promoted  from  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  to  the  Chief  Justiceship  of  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas;  and  after  the  removal  of  Lord 
Clarendon  in  1667,  was  appointed  Lord  Keeper. 
Bishop  Burnet  represents  him  to  have  been  a  man  of 
great  integrity,  and  a  friend  to  toleration.  In  1672 
he  was  removed  from  office,  for  having  refiised  to 
sign  a  declaration  of  the  King  for  the  suspension  of 
all  penal  laws  against  the  papists  and  non-conform- 
ists.    He  was  succeeded  by  Lord  Shaftesbury. 
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Note  C,  p.  255, 

Harrison  is  said  by  Lord  Clarendon  to  have  been 
the  son  of  a  butcher,  and  bred  up  a  lawyer's  clerk. 
On  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion,  he  entered  into 
the  parliamentary  army,  in  which  he  rose  gradually 
to  the  rank  of  captain ;  and,  when  that  army  was  new- 
modelled,  was  advanced  by  Cromwell  to  a  higher  post. 
He  had  a  capacity  for  business,  with  great  enthusiasm; 
and  it  was  this  mixed  character,  which  soon  made 
him  one  of  the  usurper's  favourite  and  most  useful 
tools.  Baxter,  in  his  narrative  of  his  own  times, 
describes  him  as  a  man  of  excellent  natural  parts  for 
oratory,  who  could  pour  himself  out  very  iluendy  on 
the  subject  of  religion,  but  was  unsound  and  hol- 
low in  his  religious  principles,  of  a  sanguine  com- 
plexion, and  ruined  by  his  unbounded  conceit  and 
pride.     See  Reliquiae  Baxterianae,  p.  57. 
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or 

JOHN  COOK, 

ONE  OF  THE  REGICIDES, 

AT  THE  OLD  BAILEY, 

HIGH  TREASON. 
12Ch.2.,  166O.—5/fot0eff,lO78. 

Cook,  who  had  been  appointed  by  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  to  act  as  their  Solicitor-Ge- 
neral  at  the  trial  of  Charles  the  First,  was  ar- 
raigned on  the  same  indictment  as  Harrison* 
The  substance  of  the  evidence,  against  him^ 
was  as  follows : 

Previous  to  the  trial  of  the  King,  on  p.  io8o 
January  20th,  1649,  a  committee  of  th<e  High 
Court  of  Justice  met,  in  the  forenoon  of  that 
day,  in  the  Painted  Chamber.  A  person 
of  the  name  of  Price,  was  employed  to 
write  the  charge  against  the  King,  which  the 
prisoner  was  afterwards  seen  to  take  into  his 
hands  and  peruse.  The  charge  being  pre- 
pared, the  committee  adjourned  from  the 
Painted  Chamber  to  the  Great  Hall  in  West- 
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minster.  On  the  sitting  of  the  Court,  the 
commissioners,  appointed  for  trying  the  King, 
were  called  over  by  name ;  and  the  pretended 
act  or  ordinance,  which  directed  the  trial  of 
the  King,  was  read.  The  prisoner  then  pre- 
sented the  impeachment  against  his  Majesty. 
Upon  this,  Bradshaw,  who  officiated  as  Lord 
President,  commanded,  that  the  royal  pri- 
soner should  be  gent  for.  The  King  was  led 
forth  as  a  prisoner,  and  placed  within  a  bar. 
Bradshaw  addressed  the  King  in  the  following 
words,  "  Charles  Stuart,  King  of  England ; 
the  Commons  of  England,  assembled  in  Par- 
liament, having  taken  notice  of  the  effusion 
of  blood  in  the  land,  which  is  fixed  on  you  as 
the  author  of  it,  and  whereof  you  are  guilty, 
have  resolved  to  bring  you  to  trial  and  judg- 
ment For  this  cause,  this  tribunal  is  erected, 
and  a  charge  is  now  to  be  exhibited  against 
you  by  the  Solicitor-General.**  He  then  called 
upon  Cook,  as  Solicitor-General,  to  exhibit 
the  charge ;  and  Cook  presented  an  impeach- 
'  ment  against  the  King,  praying  that  it  might 
be  read.  It  was  accordingly  received,  and 
read*  Upon  which,  the  King  desired  to 
speak,  before  he  answered  the  charge.  "  For 
what  cause,"  he  said,  "  have  you,  my  sub- 
jects, convened  me  here  before  you  ?    I  see 
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no  Lords  around  me.  Where  are  the  Lords 
of  Parliament  ?"  «*  Sir,"  answered  Bradshaw, 
"  you  must  attend  to  the  business  of  the  court 
For  that  purpose  are  you  brought  hither ;  and 
you  must  give  a  positive  answer  to  the  charge," 
The  King  replied,  that  he  Jiad  something  to 
say,  before  he  answered ;  and,  after  some  dif 
ficulty,  he  was  allowed  to  proceed,  "  I  de- 
sire to  know,"  said  the  King,  "  by  what  au- 
thority I  am  called  to  this  place  ?  ,  This  is  the 
first  question  I  shall  ask,"  "By the  autho- 
rity of  the  Commons  of  England  j"  said  Brad- 
shaw ;  "  the  Commons  assembled  in  Parlia- 
ment, the  supreme  authority  of  the  nation," 
"  I  do  not  acknowledge  its  authority  j  I  am 
under  a  powei%  but  not  under  lawful  autho- 
rity. You  cannot  judge  the  meanest  subject 
of  the  land,  much  less  me,  your  rightful 
King."  Bradshaw  here  interrupted  liim, 
saying,  he  trifled  away  the  time  of  the  Court, 
and  that  they  ought  not  to  have  their  juris- 
diction questioned.  The  prisoner  at  the  bar 
several  times  demanded  a  positive  answer 
from  the  King.  The  King  often  desired  to 
be  heard;  and  the  prisoner  as  often  inter- 
rupted him.  At  length  the  prisoner  prayed 
the  Court,  that  the  charge,  exhibited  against 
his  Majesty,   should  be  taken  pro  confessOf 
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and  earnestly  pressed  the  Court  for  its  judg- 
ment. Bradshaw  declared,  that  if  the  King 
would  not  plead,  tliey  must  record  his  con- 
tempt Here  the  King,  turning  round  to 
the  people,  said,  "  Remember,  the  King  of 
England  is  not  permitted  to  give  his  reasons 
in  his  own  defence,  and  suffers  for  the  liberty 
of  his  people."  A  great  shout  arose  instantly 
from  the  people,  who  cried  aloud,  "  God  save 
the  King/*  For  four  days  successively,  this 
mockery  of  justice  was  repeated.  The  King 
was  daily  brought  before  the  Court,  to  plead 
to  the  charge ;  he  constantly  denied  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Court,  and  the  prisoner  at  the 
bar  as  often  prayed  for  judgment.  On  the 
fourth  day,  he  peremptorily  demanded,  in  the 
name  of  the  Commons  of  England,  judgment 
on  the  King,  as  a  traitor  against  the  people. 

These  facts  were  proved  by  many  witnesses. 
It  was  proved  also  by  one  witness,  who  had  a 
conversation  with  the  prisoner  respecting  the 
King's  trial,  only  a  day  or  two  before  the 
fatal  sentence,  that  he  declared,  "  the  King 
must  die,  and  monarchy  must  die  with  him.*' 
The  written  charge  against  the  King  was  pro- 
duced, and,  after  proof  of  the  prisoner's  sig^ 
nature,  read.  It  was  entitled,  "  The  charge 
of  the  Commons  of  England,  against  Charles 
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Stuart,  King  of  England,  of  high  treajson,  and 
other  crimes,'*  exhibited  to  the  High  Court  of 
Justice.  The  last  clause  in  the  charge  was 
as  follows :  "  And  the  said  John  Cook,  by 
protestation,  (saving,  on  the  behalf  of  the 
people  of  England^  the  liberty  of  exhibiting, 
at  any  time  hereafter,  any  other  charge 
against  the  said  Charles  Stuart,  and  also  of 
replying  to  the  answers,  which  the  said 
Charles  Stuart  shall  make  to  the  premises,  or 
.  any  of  them,  or  to  any  other  charge  that 
shall  be  so  exhibited,)  doth  for  the  said  trea- 
'sons  and  crimes,  on  the  behalf  of  the  said 
people  of  England,  impeach  the  said  Charles 
Stuart  as  a  tyrant,  traitor,  murderer,  public 
and  implacable  enemy  to  the  Commonwealth 
of  England,  and  prayeth,  that  the  said  Charles 
Stuart,  King  of  England,  may  be  put  to  an- 
swer all  and  every  the  premises;  and  that 
such  proceedings,  examination^,  trials,  sen- 
tences, and  judgment  may  be  hereupon  had, 
as  shall  be  agreeable  to  justice." 

The  prisoner  made  a  long  speech  in  his  de- 
fence. He  insisted,  that  he  had  not  drawn  up 
the  charge  against  the  King,  that  he  acted  only 
as  counsellor,  and  only  required  the  charge 
to  be  read,  and  demanded  judgment  against 
the  King;    and  words,  he   said,  would  no* 
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make  treason.  The  Court  resolved,  that  al- 
though a  paper,  coataining  treasonable  mat- 
ter, be  drawn  up  by  another,  yet  if  it  be 
known  by  the  prisoner  to  contain  such  matter, 
and  be  delivered  by  him  as  a  charge  against 
^e  King  to  take  away  his  life,  this  is  an  overt 
act  to  prove  that  he  compassed  the  King's 
death,  which  is  the  treason  charged  in  the 
indictment*  After  an  able  reply  from  Sir 
Heneage  Finch,  the  Solicitor-General,  and  a 
very  full  summing  up  by  the  Chief  Baron, 
Sir  Orlando  Bridgman,  the  jury  found  a  ver- 
dict of  guilty  against  the  prisoner,  who  was 
afterwards  executed. 

No  particular  remark  occurs  on  liiis  case ; 
which,  however,  it  is  useful  to  record,  as 
throwing  light  on  the  other  contemporaneous 
proceedings  of  the  same  kind,  and  which  also 
affords  an  interesting  sketch  of  one  portion 
of  the  trial  of  the  King. 


•  Kelyng,  Eep.  p,  12.  n.  16. 
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SIR    HENRY    VANE, 

AT  THE   king's  BENCH, 
FOR 

HIGH  TREASON. 

U  Cha.  2.,  1662.  —  6  Hoxnell,  1 19. 

Sir  Henry  Vane,  though  he  had  not  taken 
any  part  in  the  trial  of  Charles  the  First,  was 
one  of  the  persons  excepted  out  of  the  gene- 
ral act  of  indemnity.  * 

Long  debates  and  many  conferences  be- 
tween the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  took  place 
previously  to  the  passing  of  that  act  The 
House  of  Commons  proposed  to  subject  to 
capital  punishments  those  alone  who  had  been 
immediately  concerned  in  the  trial  and  exe- 
cution of  Charles  I.,  at  the  same  time  not  ex- 
empting other  offenders  from  penalties  and 
forfeitures.  The  King  himself,  in  a  speech  ad- 
dressed to  the  Lords  on  the  subject  of  the  act 

* -!■■  .  -  ■■  ■■■—  ■  ■ 

*  12Cha.II.c.l  1.8.42. 
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of  indemnity,  assured  the  House,  that  he  never 
had  entertained  a  thought  of  excepting  any 
besides  those  immediately  concerned  in  the 
murder  of  his  father,  and  begged  them  not 
to  exclude  others  from  the  benefit  of  the  act 
This  mercy  and  indulgence,  the  King  said, 
would  be  the  best  way  to  bring  them  to  re- 
pentance, and  the  safest  expedient  to  prevent 
future  mischief.  *  The  House  of  Lords,  how- 
ever, urged  the  necessity  of  excluding  others, 
and  among  them  Sir  Henry  Vane  and  Lam- 
bert In  one  of  the  conferences,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  Hyde  advised  the  exclusion  of 
Vane,    as  a  man  of  mischievous  activity.! 

.The  Commons  opposed  this  for  some  time. 
At  length,  after  three  conferences,  they  agreed 
to  except  him  ;  on  a  suggestion  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  that  the  two  Houses  should  peti- 

•  tion  the  King  to  spare  his  life.  A  petition  of 
the  two  Houses  was  accordingly  presented, 
praying  the  King,  on  behalf  of  Sir  Henry 

.  Vane  and  Lambert,  that,  if  they  should  be  at- 
tainted, their  execution  might  be  remitted,  t 
The  King  received  the  petition,  and  granted 
the  request ;  but  in  what  terms  the  answer,  was 


*  Pari.  Deb.  1660,  July  27.        t  IWd.  1660,  Aug-  22. 
:|:  Ibid.  Sept.  5- 
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expressed,  we  are  not  informed.  *  Bishop 
Burnet  says,  the  King  gave  a  favourable 
answer,  though  in  general  words.  It  appears 
from  the  report  of  the  trial,  that  Sir  Henry 
Vane  pleaded  the  royal  promise  in  his  de- 
fence, and  the  fact  of  such  a  promise  was  not 
denied  by  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution,  t 

The  petition  of  the  two  Houses  was  pre- 
sented in  September,  1660 ;  and  Vane's  trial 
did  not  come  on,  till  nearly  two  years  after- 
wards. What  occurred  in  that  interval  to 
induce  the  King  to  alter  his  intention, — 
whether  it  was,  that  Sir  Henry  Vane  had  ex- 
pressed  his  sentiments  too  freely  on  the  state 
of  public  affairs,  —  or  that  the  old  feeling 
was  revived  against  him,  without  any  fresh 
cause  of  complaint,  we  are  not  informed  by 
history.  Hume  writes,  that  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, more  zealous  for  monarchy  than  the 
Convention-parliament,  applied  to  the  King 
for  his  trial  and  condemnation.  Bishop  Bur- 
net does  not  mention  this  circumstance,  nor 
is  any  notice  of  it  taken  in  the  History  of  the 
Parliamentary  Debates.     It  is  certain,    that 


*  See  Report  of  the  Petition,  6  Howell,  187. 

f  According  to  Keble's  report  of  this  case,  the  At- 
torney-General expressly  admitted  the  promise ;  insisting 
only,  that  it  could  not  be  pleaded  as  a  pardon. 
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Sir  Henry  Vane,  at  an  early  period^  be&re 
the  commencement  of  the  rebellion^  had 
given  offence  to  the  King  and  his  Govern- 
meuty  by  taking  an  active  part  in  the  im- 
peacbments  of  Lord  Strafford  and  Archbishop 
Laud  i  in  having  been  the  contriver  and  pro- 
moter of  the  solemn  league  and  covenant; 
and  by  his  rooted  aversion  to  monarchy^  His 
conduct  also,  during  his  trials  in  justifying  all 
his  proceedings,  and  in  maintaining  the  su- 
preme authority  of  Parliament,  was  peculiarly 
offensive,  and  considered  by  the  King  as  an 
unpardonable  degree  of  insolence*  [Note  A.J 
But  as  such  a  line  of  conduct  might  have  been 
anticipated  from  the  well-known  character  of 
Sir  Henry  Vane,  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude, 
that  the  Government,  in  bringing  him  to  trial, 
had  previously  resolved  not  to  spare  his  life, 
in  case  of  a  conviction. 

The  indictment  charged  him  with  compass- 
ing and  imagining  the  death  of  Charles  the 
Second,  and  conspiring  to  subvert  the  ancient 
frame  of  the  kingly  Government  of  the  realm. 
The  overt  acts,  laid  in  the  indictment,  were, 
that  the  prisoner,  in  concert  with  other  trait- 
ors, assembled  and  consulted  to  destroy  the 
King  and  the  Government,  and  to  exclude  the 
King  from  the  exercise  of  his  royal  authority ; 
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and  l^at  be  took  upon  himsdif  the  govern- 
ment of  the  forces  of  the  nation  by  sea  and 
land,  and  appointed  officers  to  hold  com- 
mand in  an  army  raised  against  the  King; 
and  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  his  design, 
did  actually,  in  the  county  of  Middlesex,  levy 
war  against  the  King.  *  The  indictment,  at 
the  prisoner's  request,  was  read  over  to  him 
twice,  in  English ;  he  then  desired,  that  it 
might  be  read  over  to  him  in  Latin,  but  this 
was  refused.  After  taking  some  objections 
to  the  indictment,  which  were  considered  im- 
material, he  pleaded  not  guilty.  The  court 
then  adjourned  for  four  days,  at  the  end  of 
which  time  the  trial  commenced. 

The  Attorney-General,  Sir  Geoffrey  Pal-  Rhs. 
mer,  [Note  B,]  stated  the  nature  of  the 
overt  acts  charged  against  the  prisoner,  and 
the .  particulars  of  the  proofs.  "  We  shall 
prove,"  he  said,  "  that  the  prisoner  sat  with 
others  in  several  councils  or  rather  confed- 
eracies, encroached  the  government,  levied 
forces,  appointed  ofHcers,  and  at  last  levied 
open  and  actual  war  at  the  bead  of  a  regi- 
ment.    And  though  he  be  chargeable  for  any 
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crime  of  treason  since  the  beginning  of  the 
late  war,  yet  we  shall  confine  the  facts,  of 
which  we  charge  him,   to  the  reign  of  his 
present  Majesty." 
p.  H9.  The  first  piece  of  evidence,  produced  at  the 

trial,  was  a  warrant  under  the  hand  and  seal 
of  the  prisoner,  bearing  date  the  30th  January, 
1649,  (the  day  of  the  death  of  Charles  I.) 
directed  to  the  oflBcers  of  the  navy,  and  com- 
manding them  to  issue  out  stores  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Government.  The  signature  of 
the  prisoner  was  proved  by  two  witnesses  ac- 
quainted with  the  general  character  of  his 
hand.writing. 

Several  entries  in  the  journals  of  the  House 
of  Commons  were  then  read.  One  of  them, 
dated  the  1st  February,  1(549,  purported  to  be 
an  order  for  establishing  a  council  of  state. 
Another  entry,  of  the  date  of  13th  February  in 
the  same  year,  contained  instructions  to  the 
council  of  state,  requiring  them  to  suppress  the 
attempts  of  any,  who  should  pretend  title  to 
the  kingly  government,  from  the  late  King,  or 
from  his  son,  or  from  any  other  person.  The 
Attorney-General  insisted,  that  the  former 
part  of  these  instructions  showed  an  intent  to 
destroy  the  person  of  the  King  j  and  that  the 
latter  part  showed  an  intent  to  destroy  the 
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kingly  government.  It  appeared  from  anothef 
entry  in  the  journals,  of  the  14th  February, 
16499  that  the  prisoner  had  been  chosen  a 
member  of  the  Council  of  State,  and  had  act- 
ed upon  the  instructions  before-mentioned, 
and  usually  sat  in  the  Council ;  and  that  he 
had  also  acted  as  treasurer  of  the  navy.  The 
fact  of  his  sitting  as  member,  in  a  committee 
of  council,  was  also  proved  by  witnesses.  It 
was  further  proved,  that  in  1651  he  was  ap- 
pointed president  of  the  Council  of  State,  and 
3S  such  signed  orders  for  military  equipments. 
Another  entry  was  read,  dated  7th  May,  1659, 
from  which  it  appeared,  that  a  committee  of 
safety  had  been  appointed  for  the  care  of  the 
Commonwealth,  and  that  the  prisoner  was  one 
of  its  members,  and  as  such  had  acted  in  con- 
ference with  foreign  ambassadors,  and  nomi- 
nated officers  to  commands  in  the  army,  and 
had  made  several  orders,  and  acted  in  various 
other  ways  in  the  service  of  the  Common- 
wealth.  X 

A  witness  of  the  name  of  Marsh  proved,  that  P.  isu 
the  prisoner  proposed  a  new  model  of  the  Go- 
vernment, Whitelocke  presiding  in  the  chair ; 
and  that  one  of  the  particulars  proposed,  was 
the  following :  "  That  it  is  destructive  to  the 
people's  liberty,  (to  w^hich  by  God's  blessing 

VOL.  I.  T 
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they  are  restored,)  to  admit  any  earthly  king, 
or  single  person,  to  the  legislative  or  xeceu- 
tive  power  over  this  nation."  [Note  C] 
Another  witness,  Fury,  stated,  that  he  believed 
Sir  Henry  Vane  had  proposed  this  resolution 
to  the  chairman;  and  affirmed  positively, 
that  he  gave  reasons  in  its  support.  Wallis 
proved,  that  Sir  Henry  Vane  had  been  at  the 
bead  of  a  company  of  soldiers  in  Southwark. 
Such  was  the  substance  of  the  evidence  in 
support  of  the  prosecution ;  from  which  it  ap- 
pears, that  Sir  Henry  Vane  transacted  busi- 
ness in  various  public  offices  of  trust,  during 
the  interval  between  the  death  of  Charles  I. 
and  Cromwell's  appointment  to  the  protector- 
ship i  and  further,  that,  after  the  deposition 
of  Richard  Cromwell,  when  a  committee  of 
safety  was  appointed,  he  acted  as  one  of  that 
committee.  But  it  did  not  appear,  that  he 
had  taken  any  part  whatever  in  public  bu- 
siness, from  April  1653,  (that  is,  about  eight 
months  before  the  election  of  the  usurper,) 
until  after  the  deposition  of  the  usurper's  son. 
The  evidence,  which  weighed  most  against 
him,  was  probably  the  resolution,  in  which  he 
joined,  after  Richard  Cromwell  had  been 
deposed  j  when  he  was  appointed,  with  four 
others,  to  consider  of  the  best  form  of  Go- 
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v^fnment.  From  this  resoluticwi  it  appearsr  in- 
cont^table,  that  h^  was  not  only  hostills  io 
the  restoration  of  the  excluded  fanlily>  but  td 
the  re-establishment  of  monarchy  itself. 

Sir  Henry  Vane  was  now  called  upon  for  P.  152. ' 
his  defender  He  argued,  first,  in  point  of  law,  ^®^®"^®- 
that  the  word  iSTm^,  in  the  statute  of  treasons, 
could  only  be  understood  to  mean  a  King  reg^ 
nanty  one  in  the  actual  possesion  of  the  c^own  jf 
and  not  a  King  merely  such  dejwre,  who  i* 
not  in  possession  of  the  throne:  that  the 
Parliament  was  the  only  power  regnant  at  the 
time  alleged ;  consequently,  that  no  treason 
could  be  committed  against  the  King.  He 
was  proceeding  in  this  argument,  when  the 
Court  observed,  that,  previous  to  entering 
into  his  defence  in  matters  of  law,  it  would 
be  proper  for  him  to  call  witne^es,  if  he  had 
any.  Upon  this,  he  desired  process  of  the 
Court  to  summon  witnesses,  and  a  further 
time  to  answer  the  charge ;  but  the  Court 
declared,  that  such  a  delay  could  not  be  al-> 
lowed.  He  then  suggested,  that  the  wafrant, 
purporting  to  bear  his  signature,  but  which  was 
not  stated  by  any  witness  to  have  been  actually 
signed  by  him,  had  not  been  legally  proved ; 
that  it  might  have  been  forged,  and  that  he 
had  good  reason  to  believe  it  a  forgery  j  and, 
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to  prove  this,  he  called  two  witnesises.r  He 
alleged  also»  that  he  had  been  chosen  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Council  of  State,  without  his  con- 
sent or  knowledge ;  and  though  he  had  after- 
wards  acted  in  the  council,  such  acts  were 
done  b}r  him,  in  pursuance  of  the  authority  of 
P^trliament,  —  a  Parliament  constituted  in  an 
extraordinary  manner,  —  and  dissoluble  only 
by  act  of  Parliament  He  urged,  that  he  was 
not  the  first  mover  in  the  actions  charged 
against  him ;  and  if  for  such  actions  he  were  to 
be  called  in  question  by  a  King,  who  was  out  of 
possession  at  the  time  when  they  were  done,  it 
would  be,  to  say  the  least,  highly  dangerous 
in  its  consequences.  He  objected,  that,  as 
the  indictment  charged  him  with  high  treason 
in  the  county  of  Middlesex,  the  proof  of  acts^ 
done  by  him  in  Southwark,  was  not  admissi- 
ble.  But  upon  the  latter  point  the  Court 
held,  that  any  overt  act,  tending  to  prove 
the  compassing  of  the  death  of  the  King, 
might  be  given  in  evidence,  in  whatever 
county  that  overt  act  had  been  committed. 
P.  155.  The  prisoner  prayed  the  benefit  of  a  bill  of 
exceptions  upon  these  points;  but  this  the 
Court  refused,  being  of  opinion,  that  the 
statute  of  Westminster  2.  chap.  31.,  which  al- 
lows of  bills  of  exceptions,  does  not  apply  to 


•^SIR  HENRY    VANE.  ^77 

a  criminal  case,  but  olfily  to  actions  between 
party  and  party.* 

The  main  topic  in  his  defence,  and  which 
he  pressed  with  great  force  and  ability,  was 
the  argument  before  alluded  to, --^  namely, 
that  what  he  had  done,  he  did  in  the  dis- 
charge of  public  duties,  in  offices  of  trust; 
under  the  authority  of  Parliament ;  at  a  time 
when  the  King  was  Hot  in  possession  of  the 
regal  authority,  and  when  the  Parliament  wasr 
the  only  power  regnant.  He  adverted  to  the 
recent  extraordinary  changes  and  revolutions 
in  the  State,  which  had  produced  such  a  ge- 
neral confusion,  that  hardly  any  were  able 
to  know  their  duty^  or  decide  with  safety 
who  were  to  command,  who  to  obey.  «*  All  P.  159. 
things,'^  he  said,  <<  seemed  to  be  reduced  and 
resolved  into  their  first  elements  and  princi- 
ples. But  dark  as  the  state  of  things  might 
be,  the  law  of  England  had  not  left  tlie  sub- 
ject without  some  glimpse  of  light  for  his  guid- 
ance. The  legislature  itself  had  taken  care 
to  provide,  by  a  statute  passed  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  VII.,  during  the  contest  of  the  two 
royal  houses  of  York  and  Lancaster,  that  acts 


*  See  1  Levinz,  6S.  1  Sid.  84. 
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and  services^  performed  for  a  King  dejacto; 
should  not  be  questioned  by  a  King  de  jure* 
Miserable  indeed  would  be  the  condition  of 
the  subject,  if  he  should  be  compelled  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Chief  Magistrate,  and  afterwards 
for  such  forced  obedience  be  arraigned  as  a 
traitor.  I  would  gladly  be  informed/*  con- 
tinued the  prisoner,  <<  what  person  there  is  in 
England,  of  estate  and  fortune,  and  of  age^ 
who  hath  not  counselled,  aided,  or  abetted, 
either  by  his  person  or  estate,  and  submitted 
to  the  laws  and  government  of  the  power  that 
then  was.  If  this  be  so,  then,  by  your  judg- 
ment upon  me,  you  condemn  the  whole  king- 
dom. I  can  truly  affirm,  that  in  the  whole 
series  of  my  actions,  that  which  I  have  had 
in  my  eye,  hath  been  to  preserve  the  ancient 
weUrConstituted  Government  of  England  on 
its  own  basis  and  primitive  rightful  found- 

P.  165.  ations.  The  usurpation  <rf  Cromwell  I  opposed 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end>  and  to  that  de- 
gree of  suflfeting  and  witii  that  constaiioy9 
which  well  near  had  cost  me  not  only  the^)ss 
of  my  estate,  but  my  very  life.  Therefore, 
f  hope  it  will  be  evident  to  the  consciences  of 
the  jury,  that  what  I  have  done  hath  been 
upon  principles  of  integrity,  honour,  justice, 
and  reason.'* 

P.  154.  The  King's  counsel  now  desired,  that  if  the 
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prisoner  had  any  witnesses,  he  might  call  them ; 
but  that,  when  they  once  should  come  to  reply,* 
he  must  be  silent  They  said,  they  would 
admit,  (if  it  could  ud  him,)  that  bis  actions 
had  bem  in  the  nam^  and  bf  ihe  authority 
oi  the  Council  ot  StMe,  and  that  t^e  actions  of 
the  Council  of  State  had  been  by  the  autho- 
rity of  what  he  Called  a  ParHaiment  "  Then,*' 
replied  the  pridoner,  "  ^fcat  I  acted  in  the* 
Council  of  State,  and  Committee  of  Safety,  you 
wiD  allow  me.  Now  you  must  prove,  that  I 
ever  acted  in  the  other  Council  of  State,  after 
the  Parliament  Was  turned  out/'  The  King's 
counsel,  upon  this,  produced  a  Warrant,  dated 
Nov.  S.  1659,  sent  by  Sir  Henry  Vane,  as 
treasurer  of  the  navy,  in  pursuance  of  an  <tf- 
der  of  the  committee  of  safety.  This  Warrant 
was^  for  sending  arms  north\feirds  aft«r  Lam- 
bert, who  was  gc^e  to  oppose  Gfeneral  MmA:. 
Sk  Henry  Vai))s  Iheai  pk>duCed  many  officers 
of  the  regiment,  which  ISHire  his  name  ;  fi^m 
whose  evidence  it  appiearecfj  that,  about  Octo- 
bei"  1659,  when  ihey  had  recourse  to^hiih,  khA 
frequently  pressiad  him  for  orders,  he  hkdH 
theih  desil^t^  and  declared  bis  dissatisfaction 
with  theil:  proceedings.  Here  he  closed  his 
defence. 

The  defence,  which  Sir  Henry  Vane  made 
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for  himself,  displayed  very  considerable  address 
and  ability.  One  part  alone  of  hb  speech  was 
unworthy  of  him,  —  in  which  he  pretended, 
that  the  warrants,  given  in  evidence,  had  been 
forged,  and  that  his  election  to  the  Council  of 
State  was  without  his  knowledge  and  consent 
He  must  have  been  sensible,  that  these  asser- 
tions were  without  any  foundation.  There, 
could  not  be  a  doubt,  that  the  warrants  bore 
his  signature ;  and  his  whole  conduct  shows, 
that  he  approved  and  supported  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Council. 

The  arguments  of  Sir  Henry  Vane  were 
unavailing.  The  Court  held,  that  the  Parlia- 
ment was  determined  and  dissolved  by  the 

p.  155.  death  of  Charles  I. ;  that  the  proceedings,  sub- 
sequent to  that  event,  though  conducted  in 
the  name  of  Parliament,  were  without  any 
legal  authority,  and  absolutely  void;  that 
Charles  IL  became  King  de  facto  as  well  as 
dejwre^  from  the  moment  of  his  father's  death ; 
and  that  all  acts^  done  with  intent  to  exclude 
him  from  the  exercise  of  his  kingly  office, 
were  overt  acts  of  high  treason. 

p.  156.  The  Solicitor-General,  Sir  Heneage  Finch> 

addressed  the  jury  on  the  evidence ;  after 
which  they  withdrew,  and  returned  with  a 
verdict  of  guilty.  By  tlieir  verdict  they  found 
the  prisoner  guilty  of  high  treason,  from  the 


I 

k 


SIR  HENRY   VAN£.  281 

day  of  the  King's  death,  (30th  of  January,) 
1648^. 

On  the  fifth  day  after  the  trial,  he  was 
brought  before  the  Court  to  receive  the  sen- 
tence of  the  law ;  and  on  being  asked  the  P*  i69* 
usual  question,  whether  he  had  any  thing  to 
say,  why  sentence  of  death  should  not  be  pass- 
ed against  him,  he  alleged  as  an  exception, 
that  he  had  not  yet  heard  the  indictment  read 
/m  Latin.  An  argument  ensued;  and,  at  lengthy 
the  King's  counsel  desired,  that  he  might  be 
satisfied  upon  this  point  He  then  produced 
a  bill  of  exceptions,  which  had  been  drawn  out 
in  form,  and  presented  it  to  the  Judges  for  P.  i7o« 
their  signatures.  This  they  refused  to  sign,  for 
the  reason  before  given.  Judgment  of  death 
was  then  delivered ;  and  the  execution  took 
place  within  a  few  days  after  the  sentence. 

Sir  Henry  Vane  had  prepared  a  long  ha- 
rangue, to  be  delivered  from  the  scaffold  to  the 
surrounding  multitude;  but  as  he  began  to 
touch  upon  public  a£&lrs,  his  voice  was  over- 
powered by  the  noise  of  trumpets  and  drums 
placed  beneath, — a  barbarous  expedient,  which 
served  only  to  excite  in  his  behalf  a  much 
stronger  interest  and  deeper  feeling  of  compas- 
sion. No  man,  says  Baxter,  could  die  with 
greater  appearance  of  gallant  resolution  and 
fearlessness,    though'    he    had   been    before 
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tliought  timid :  so  that  the  manner  of  his  death 
procured  him  more  applause,  than  all  the  ac- 
tions of  his  life.  * 

The  great  question  in  this  case,  and  on 
which  Sir  Henir  Vane  principaliy  rested  his 
defence,  was,  whether  the  statute  in  the  11th 
ye^T  of  Henry  VII.  protected  him  from  the 
penalties  of  treason,  while  he  was  dischorgii^ 
the  duties  of  a  public  office,  during  the  time 
of  the  commonwealth  and  the  usurpation. 
That  statute  recites,  in  effect,  that  subjects  are 
bound  to  iJerve  their  Prince  and  Sovereign 
Lord  for  the  time  being,  and  that  it  is  against 
all  law,  reason^  and  good  conscience,  that  by 
such  service  they  should  lose  or  forfeit  any 
thing  for  doing  their  true  duty  and  service  of 
allegiance  j  then  it  enacts,  that  no  person,  at- 
tending upon  the  Sovereign  of  this  land  for  the 
time  being,  and  doing  him  true  and  fhitiiful 
service  of  allegiance,  shall  for  such  deed  be 
attamted  of  high  treason  or  otiler  oibnce;  but 
sdiall  be  utterly  dischai^ed  of  all  trouble  01^ 
h)8s,  for  that  his*  deed  and  service.  Sir  W. 
Bliackstone,  in  commenting  on  ihiB  sftatutet, 
6ppose9,  with  good  reason,  the  doctrine  ad*- 


*  Baxter's  Narrative  of  his  Own  Times,  Part  1.  p.  76. 
f  4  Comm.  77. 
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vanced  by  Mr.  Se^eant  Hawkins  in  his  Pleas 
of  the  Crown,  that  we  are  bound  by  our  alle- 
giance to  resist  a  King  out  of  possession ;  wad 
observes,  that  the  true  distinction  seems  to  be 
this,  that  the  statute  of  Henry  does  by  no 
means  command  any  opposition  to  a  King  de 
jure  I  but  excuses  the  obedience  paid  to  a 
King  de  Jbcto.  ^  When,  therefcwe,**  ss^ 
Blackstone,  <'  an  usurper  is  in  possession,  liie 
subject  is  excused  and  jttstified  in  obeying  and 
giving  him  assistance;  otherwise,  under  an 
usurpation,  no  man  could  be  safe,  if  the  law- 
ful Prince  had  a  right  to  hang  him  for  obe- 
dience to  the  powers  in  being,  as  the  ui^urper 
would  certainly  do  for  disobedience.  Nay, 
farther,  as  the  mass  of  the  people  are  impefr- 
fect  judges  of  title,  (of  which,  in  all  cases,  pos- 
sesi^on  is  primd facte  evidence,)  the  law  com- 
pels no  man  to  yield  obedience  to  that  prince, 
whose  right  iSr  by  want  of  possession,  rendei^ 
uncertain  and  disputable,  till  Frovidencef  shdl 
think  it  to  interpose  iti' his  favour,  an^  decide 
the*  amPbiguous  claim  :  and,  therefore,  tHi  he  is 
entitled  to  such  allegiance  by  possession,  no 
treason  can  be  committed  against  him."  Mr. 
Justice  Foster  takes  the  same  view  of  the  sta- 
tute and  maintains,  that  when  the  throne  is 
fuU,  any  person,  out  of  possession,  but  claim- 
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iog  title,  be  his  pretensions  what  they  may,  is 
no  King  within  the  statute  of  treason.  '<  I 
am  aware/'  he  adds,  <<  of  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  in  the  case  of  Sir 
Henri/  Vane;*'  "That  King  Charles  II., 
though  kept  out  of  the  exercise  of  the  kingly 
oflSce,  yet  was  still  a  King  both  de  facto 
and  de  jure^  and  that  all  acts,  done  to  the 
keeping  him  out,  were  high  treason."  •  The 
case  of  Sir  Henry  Vafie,  he  then  remarks, 
was  a  very  singular  case ;  and  he  concludes 
with  these  words,  which  are,  in  truth,  con- 
clusive on  the  question ;  f*  I  will,  there- 
fore, say  nothing  on  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion more  than  this,  that  the  rule,  laid  down 
by  the  Court,  involved  in  the  guilt  of  trea- 
son every  man  in  the  kingdom,  who  had 
acted  in  a  public  situation  under  a  Govern- 
ment, possessed  in  fact  for  twelve  years  toge- 
ther of  sovereign  power,  but  under  various 
forms  at  different  times,  as  the  enthusiasm  of 
iJie  herd,  or  the  ambition  of  their  leaders,  dic- 
tated/' It  is  an  historical  fact,  that  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Hale,  when  of  high  rank  at  the 
bar,  took  the  engagement,  "  to  be  true  and 
faithful  to  the  Commonwealth  of  England  mttt^ 

m 
-    -  ■  ■■-■-■■  

*  Foster,  C.  L.  p.  4^02, 
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out  a  King  or  Home  of  Lords***  This,  as  Mr. 
Justice  Foster  remarks,  was  plainly,  in  tlie 
sense  qf  those  who  imposed  it,  an  engagement 
for  abolishing  kingly  government,  or  at  least 
for  supporting  the  abolition  of  it ;  and,  with 
regard  to  those  who  took  it,  it  might,  upon 
the  principles  of  Sir  Henry  Vane's  case,  have 
been  easily  improved  into  an  overt  act  of 
treascm  against  King  Charles  II. 

Hume  observes,  on  this  case,  that,  <<the 
Court,  considering  more  the  general  opinion 
of  his  active  guilt  in  the  beginning  and  prose- 
cution of  the  civil  wars,  than  the  acts  of  trea" 
son  charged  against  him,  took  advantage  of  the 
letter  of  the  law,  and  brought  him  in  guilty.**  * 
How  the  Court  could  take  advantage  of  the  let- 
ter of  the  law,  without  considering  the  articles 
of  treason  charged,  it  is  not  easy  to  under- 
stand; since  the  articles,  which  form  the 
charge,  must  be  founded  upon  the  words  of 
the  law.  But  the  principal  defect,  in  the  pas- 
sage referred  to,  is,  that  it  represents  the  case 
of  Sir  Henry  Vane  as  strictly  within  the  let- 
ter of  the  law  of  treason :  which  is  a  mo9t 
erroneous  opinion  j  for  there  is  scarcely  any 
case,  among  the  State  Trials,  so  much  out  of 

*  Hume's  Hist,  of  Cha.  II.  ch.  2.  p.  63. 
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the  strict  and  plain  letter  of  the  law ;  and,> 
after  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  which 
have  been  before  mentioned,  it  will  be  tliought 
not  to  be  within  the  ^nrit  or  principle  of  the 
law. 

Before  closing  this  article,  it  may  bd  con-i 
venient  to  collect  the  principal  resolutions  of 
the  Judges,  on  the  points  of  law  which  arose 
in  the  course  of  the  trial,  as  they  are  r^orted 
by  Kelyng,  who  was  one  of  the  counsel  for 
the  prosecution.  * 

t;  «  By  the  death  of  King  Chal-les  L,  the 
Long  Parliament  was  actually  dissolved  j  not- 
withstanding the  acts  of  Parliament,  [thsit 
is,  the  acts  or  ordinances,  purporting  to  be 
acts  of  Parliament,]  enacting,  that  it  should 
not  be  dissolved  except  by  consent  erf  both 
Houses." 

2.  "  It  was  I'esolved,  that  although  King 
Charles  II.  was  de  facto  kept  out  of  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  kingly  office,  by  traitors  and  re- 
bels ;  yet  he  was  King  both  de  Jhcto  and  de 
jure ;  and  all  the  acts,  which  were  dione  to 
the  keeping  him  out,  were  high  treason." 
The  remark  of  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  upon  this 
resolution,  has  been  before  noticed.  ^ 

*  Kelyng's  Rep.  pp.  14,  15. 
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3.  "  It  was  resolved^  that  the  veiy  c<mi. 
sultaiion,  said  advising  together,  on  the  meauR 
to  destroy  the  King  and  his  Government,  was 
BXL  overt  act  to  prove  the  compassing  on.  the 
King's  death/'  This  rule  had  been  before 
settled  in  several  cases. 

4.  *<  It  was  resolved,  that  tlie  statute  of 
Westminster,  IS  Ed.  I.  c.  31.,  which  gives  the 
bill  of  exceptions,  extends  only  to  civil  causels, 
and  not  to  criminal.'' 

5.  ^*  It  was  resolved,  that^  in  this  case,  the 
treason  laid  in  the  indictment  being  the  com- 
passing of  the  King's  death,  (which  was  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex,)  and  the  levying  of  war 
being  laid  only  as  one  of  the  overt  acts  to 
prove  the  compassing  of  the  King's  death ; 
though  this  levying  of  war  be  laid  in  the  in- 
dictment to  be  in  Middlesex,  yet  a  war,  levied 
by  him  in  Surry,  might  be  given  in  evidence ; 
for,  beiiig  not  laid  as  the  treason,  but  only  as 
the  overt  act  to  prove  the  compassing,  it  is  a 
transitory  thing,  which  may  be  proved  in 
another  county.  But  if  an  indictment  be  for 
levying  war,  and  that  be  made  the  treason 
for  which  the  party  is  indicted,  in  that  case  it 
is  local,  and  must  be  laid  in  the  county  where 
in  truth  it  was." 

The  rule,  here  laid  down,  is,  that  if  the 
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treason,  charged  in  the  indictment,  be  the 
compassing  of  the  death  of  the  King,  (which 
is  one  of  the  treasons  specified  in  the  statute 
of  £dw»  III.)  and  the  levying  of  war  is  laid,  as 
the  overt  act  of  such  compassing,  in  the 
county  in  which  the  prisoner  is  tried,  other 
overt  acts  of  levying  of  war,  besides  those  laid 
in  the  indictment,  may  be  proved  to  have 
been  committed  in  other  counties,  being  overt 
acts  qftlic  same  species  qf  treason.  On  the 
authority  of*  this  and  other  cases,  Mr.  East, 
in  his  Treatise  on  the  Pleas  of  the  Crown,  states 
the  rule  in  the  following  terms :  <<  After 
proof  of  an  overt  act  in  the  county,  in  which 
the  treason  is  laid,  evidence  may  be  given  of 
any  other  overt  acts  qfthe  same  species  of  trea- 
son in  other  counties/'*  Again,  in  another  pas- 
sage, thus :  "  If  one  overt  act  be  proved  by 
one  witness  in  the  county  in  which  the  trial 
is  had,  (which  gives  the  grand  jury  jurisdic- 
tion to  inquire,)  another  overt  act  qfthe  same 
species  qf  treason^  proved  by  another  wit- 
ness in  a  different  county,   will  make  two 


*  East.  P.  C.  125.  ad  Jin.  citing  Parkin's  case,  4  St.  Tr- 
639.  (IS  Howell,  92.)  and  Layer's  case,  6  St.  Tr.  260. 
319.  (16  Howell,  164.291.) 
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witnesses  within  the  statu<?e/'*  And  there  is 
no  doubt,  the  reported  language  of  the  judges, 
in  the  cases  cited  by  him,  and  in  many  other 
cases  of  a  much  more  recent  date,  fully  war- 
rants these  statements.  Yet,  on  consideration, 
it  appears  to  be  clear,  that  the  rule  laid  down 
in  Sir  Henry  Vane's  case,  and  in  most  of  the 
cases  referred  to,  requires  a  very  material  li- 
mitation. .  The  correct  rule  appears  to  be  this, 
that  any  overt  act  of  the  prisoner,  tending  to 
prove  the  avert  act  laid  in  the  indictment^  may 
be  given  in  evidence,  whether  committed  in 
the  same  or  in  a  different  county.  But  if  the 
overt  act,  proposed  to  be  proved,  is  not  itself 
laid,  in  the  indictment,  7\x>r  tends  to  prove  any 
other  overt  act  which  is  laid^  it  ought  not  to 
be  admitted  in  proof.  Such  is  tlie  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  Lord  Chief  Justice  Holt 
in  Rook  wood's  caset,  where  the  rule  is  much 
more  correctly  expressed,  than  either  in  Par- 
kin's ease,  or  in  Layer's  case.  Lord  Holt,  in 
Ropkwood's  case,  commenting  on  the  eighth 
section  of  the  statute  of  W.IIL,  (which  enacts, 
that  ^*  no  evidence  shall  be  admitted  or  given 

--    ■ *-      -  I  I  -1-1  ,  , .  I  J     ■     iM-w-M-n-w 

*  Easty  P.€.  130,  line  18,  citing  Layer's  case,  and  Gavan's 
case,  2  St.  Tr.  873.  (7  Howell,  p.  405, 406.) 
t  13  Howell,  220. 

VOL.  I.  U 
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of  any  overt  act,  that  is  not  expressly  laid 
in  the  indictment^  again^  any  person  what- 
soever,") obser^'es,  that,  "  the  act  does  not 
exclude  such  evidence  as  is  proper  and  Jit  to 
prcfve  that  overt  act  which  is  hid  in  the  indict* 
ment  Therefore,  the  question  is,  he  adds, 
whether  the  giving  of  the  list,  (that  was  the 
overt  act  not  laid .  to  the  proof  of  which  an 
objection  had  been  taken),  does  not  prove 
some  overt  act  that  is  l^'d  in  the  indictment/* 
It  may  be  remarked,  also,  that,  in  Parkins's 
as  well  as  in  Layer's  case,  (although  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Court,  as  reported,  is  more  ex- 
tensive and  general  than  the  language  of  Lord 
Holt  in  Rookwood's  case),  yet  the  overt  act» 
which  had  been  committed  in  another  county, 
and  which  was  allowed  to  be  proved,  did  di* 
rectly  tend  and  contribute  to  the  proof  of  the 
overt  act  laid  in  the  indictment.*  In  the  state 
trials  of  1746,  the  rule,  frequently  laid  down 
and  acted  upon,  was,  that  acts  of  treason, 
tending  to  prove  the  overt  acts  laid^  though  done 
in  a  foreign  county,  might  be  given  in  evi- 
dence.  t    On  the  other  hand,  Vaughan's  case 


^  *  See  Foster,  2^5*    The  same  remark  applies  to  Da- 
manaree*8  case,  and  Lord  G«  Gordon's  case, 
t  Foster,  10. 
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clearly  establishes  the  converse  of  the  proper 
sition ;  namely,  that,  uilless  the  proposi^d  evi^ 
dence  tend  to  the  proof  of  some  overt  act  laid 
in  the  indictment,  it  ought  to  be  rgected.* 

These  remarks  may  be  not  without  their  use 
in  preventing  error  and,  misconception  on  a 
point  of  some  importance.  The  difterence  be^ 
tween  the  two  rules,  here  considered,  is  veiy 
great :  the  orie^  allowing  proof  of  all  ovdrt  acts^ 
not  laid  in  the  indictment,  provided  only  they 
are  overt  acts  of  the  same  species  qf  treason  as 
that  described  in  the  record ;  the  other,  ad* 
mitidng  only  such  proof,  as  tends  or  cpriti^butei^ 
to  prove  some  overt  act  which  is  charged; 
According  to  this  latter^rule,  which  appears  to 
be  the  most  correct,  the  prisoner  is  precisely 
in  the  same  situation,  on  a  tl'ial  for  treason,  as 
in  any  other  criminal  proceeding,— *  in  which 
it  is  perfectly  just,  that  any,  act  done  by  him  in 
any  county,  or  in  any  part  of  the  world, 
should  be  brought  forward  against  him,  to 
prove  the  specific  charge  on  which  he  is  tried, 
and  of  which  charge  he  has  had  notice.  But 
according  to  the  other  rule,  overt  acts,  of  a 
description  the  most  irrelevant  and  extraneous. 


*  Foster,  246.    See  also  Harrison's  case,  supra,  p.  255. 
ad  Jin* 
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may  be .  proved  in  any  number  and  to  any 
extent*  subject  only  to  this  restrictipn^  (if  it 
can  be  called  a  restriction,)  that  they  are  not 
overt  acts  of  a  different  species  of  treason. 
And  when  it  is  considered,  that,  although  the 
treason  is  the  crime,  the  tyverl  act  is  the  act 
charged  to  have  been  done  in  prosecution  of 
the  traitorous  intent,  and  is,  therefore,  substan- 
tially  the  charge  on  which  he  is  to  be  tried,  it 
is  plain,  that  if  such  evidence  were  to  be  ad- 
mitted, the  prisoner  would  be  partly  tried,  and 
perhaps  his  conviction  might  in  the  result  prin- 
cipally  turn,  on  the  proof  of  facts  entirely 
unconnected  with  the  specific  act  charged, 
and  brought  forward  at  the  trial  for  the  first 
time.  In  this  manner  the  accused  might  be 
taken  by  suipri2:e,  and  thus  be  without  any 
means  of  defence.  Such  a  course  would  be  in- 
consistent with  the  principles  observed  in  other 
criminal  proceedings. 
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NOTES. 


Note  A.  p.  270. 

Oee  Baxter's  narrative,  part  1*  page  76.  See  also 
a  copy  of  an  original  letter, ,  firom  the  King  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  in  Harris's  life  of  Charles  II. 
vol.  2.  p.S4>.9  and  inserted  in  a  note  in  Howell,  p;  187. 
The  letter  is  as  follows :  ^^  The  relation  that  has  been 
made  to  me,  of  Sir  Henry  Vane's  carriage  yesterday 
in  the  Hall,  is  the  occasion  of  this  letter;  which,  if  t 
am  rightly  informed,  was  so  insolent,  as  to  j.ustiQr  all" 
he  had  done,  acknowledging  no  supreme  power  in 
England  but  a  Parliament ;  and  many  things  to  that 
purpose.  You  have  had  a  true  account  of  all :  and 
if  he  has  given  new  occasion  to  be  hanged,  certainly 
he  is  too  dangerous  a  man  to  let  live,  if  we  can 
honestly  put  him  out  of  the  way..  Think  of  this,  and 
give  me  some  account  of  it  to-morrow :.  till  when  I 
have  no  more  to  say.  tayou." 

Note  B.  p.  271. 

Sir  Geoffrey  Palmer  was  the  first  Attorney-General 
after  the  Restoration.  His  character  is  drawn  by 
Rc^r  North  in  a  better  style,  than  is  usual  with  that 
writer. 

He  was   distinguished   by  his  ability  and   mas- 

u  3 
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terly  knowledge  in  his  profession,  and  his  wisdom 
and  generosity  are  said  to  have  been  incomparable. 
During  all  the  troubles  of  the  age,  he  lived  quiet  in 
the  Temple,  a  professed  and  known  cavalier ;  and  no 
temptation  of  fear  or  profit  could  ever  shake  his  prin- 
ciples. He  had  great  business  in  conveyancing,  and 
would  not  keep  a  clerk,  who  was  not  a  strict  cavalier. 
One  of  his  clerks  was  said  to  be  so  rigid,  that  he 
would  never  write  the  word  Oliver  with  a  great  O; 
and  the  Attorney-General  himself  was  reported  to 
have  purchased  the  ,  manor  of  Charlton^  from  its 
resemblance  to  the  name  of  his  royal  master.  Such 
peculiarities,  observes  his  biographer,  might  be  al- 
lowed to  please  and  divert  a  zealous  old  cavalier, 
who  had  lived  to  see  and  enjoy  the  fruits  of  his  honest 
ambition.  When  he  was  appointed  to  the  office  of 
Attorney-General,  he  had  an  opportunity  of  amassing 
great  wealth,  by  the  universal  renewal  of  grants ;  but 
he  was  always  mindful  of  his  old  friends ;  and  gene- 
rjaOy,  it  is  said^  returned  their  fees.  See  Roger 
North's  Examen. 

Note  C.  p.  274. 

Whitelock  in  his  Memoirs,  states,  that  on  the 
15th  of  December,  1659,  the  general  council  of  ihe 
officers  agreed  upon  seven  articles,  as  follows.:*— 
i.  That  there  be  no  kingship.  2.  No  single  person 
a  chief  magistrate,  8.  That  an  army  be  continued. 
4.  No  impositions  upon  commerce.  5.  No  House 
of  Peers.  6.  The  legislative  and  executive  powers 
to  be  in  distinct  hands.  7.  Parliaments  to  be  elected 
by  the  people.  On  the  following  day,  (he  states,)  the 
council  of  officers  signified  their  opinion  to  the  Com- 
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HMttee  of  Safety,  **  tliat  the  best  way  to  satisfy,  and  ap^ 
pease  the  present  distractions,  would  be  to  have  a 
Parliament  forthwith  suoimmed,  without  a  King,  or 
House  of  Peers/'  (See  p.  690.)  From  a  former  passage 
in  Whitelocke,  it  appears,  that  the  Committee  of 
Safety  had  appointed  Vane,  Fleetwood,  Ludlow,  and 
two  others,  a  committee,  to  consider  of  a  form  of 
Government  for  the  three  nations,  as  a  Common- 
wealth, and  to  present  it  to  the  Committee.  (See 
p.  686. ) 

Baxter,  whose  narrative  has  been  before  referred  to, 
gives  the  following  account  of  Sir  H.  Vane :  — 

^^  Being  chosen  a  Parliament-man,  he  was  veiy 
active  at  first,  for  the  bringing  of  delinquents  to  pun- 
ishment. He  was  the  principal  man,  that  drove  on 
the  Parliament  to  go  too  high,  and  act  too  vehemently 
against  the  King.  Being  of  very  ready  parts,  and 
very  great  subtility,  and  unwearied  industry,  he  la- 
boured, and  not  without  success,  to  win  others  in  Par- 
liament, city  and  country,  to  his  way.  When  the  Earl 
of  Stra£Pord  was  accused,  he  got  a  paper  out  of  his 
fiither^s  cabinet,  (who  was  Secretary  of  State^)  which 
was  the  chief  means  of  Lord  Strafford's  condemnation. 
To  most  of  our  changes,  he  was  that  mthin  the  House, 
which  Cromwell  was  mthout.  His  great  zeal  to  drive 
all  into  war,  and  to  the  highest,  and  to  cherish  the 
Sectaries,  especially  in  the  army,  made  him  above  all 
men  to  be  valued  by  that  party." 

<<  When  Cromwell  was  dead,  he  got  Sir  Arthur 
Haselri^e  to  be  his  close  adherent  on  civil  accounts, 
and  got  the  Rump  set  up  again,  and  a  Council  of 
State,  and  got  the  power  much  into  his  own  hands. 
When  he  was  in  the  height  of  his  power,  he  set  upoa 
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the  fonning  of  a  new  Commonwealth,  and  with  somer 
of  his  adherents  dr6w  up  the  model,  which  was  for 
popular  Government;  but  so»  that  men  of  his  confi- 
dence must  be  the  people.-'  Baxter^s  Narrative, 
part  1.9  p.  75. 


THE  TRIAL 

OP 

MESSENGER,  BEASLEY, 

AND  OTHERS, 
AT   THE    OLD    BAILEY, 

POR 

HIGH  TREASON, 

IN    TUMULTUOUSLY   ASSEMBLING   THEMSELVES 

t6g£ther  in  MOORFIELDS. 
20  Charles  II.  1668 —  6  Homll,  879. 


■t 


The  title  of  this  trial  explains  the  origin  and  p.  879. 
nature  of  the  prosecution.  A  rude  multitude 
of  persons,  as  the  report  states,  met  together 
in  Moorfields,  on  an  Easter  Monday,  which 
was  the  usual  time  of  holydays  for  the  city 
apprentices.  [Note  A.]  They  assembled  in 
great 'numbers,  raised  a  violent  riot,  and  com- 
mitted many  outrages;  for  which  the  ringi 
leaders  were  apprehended,  and  tried.  The 
trials  commenced  within  a  very  few  days  after 
the  offence. 

The  prisoners  above  named,  and  thirteen 
others,  were  indicted  for  high  treason,  on  four 
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separate  indictmetiis.  One  indictment  was 
against  Messenger,  Beasley,  Green,  and 
Appletree ;  another  against  Cotton ;  a  third 
against  Bedle  and  Latimer ;  and  a  fourth 
against  Limerick.  The  indictments  were  the 
same  in  all  the  cases.  They  stated,  that  the 
prisoners,  with  other  persons  to  the  number 
of  five  hundred,  being  armed  in  a  warlike 
manner,  with  swords,  hali-pikes,  halberts,  and 
other  arms,  offensive  and  defensive,  tr^orously 
assembled  themselves  together,  ancNevied  war 
against  the  King. 

The  Chief  Justice  Keljrng,  who  presided 
at  the  trial,  made  a  remark  on  the  cir- 
cumstance of  there  being  four  separate  in- 
dictments. He  informed  the  King's  coun- 
self  that  they  had  not  done  well  to  make  so 
many  indictments,  because  by  this  means  the 
King's  evidence  would  be  broken ;  whereas^ 
if  all  the  prisoners  had  been  included  in  one 
indictment^  the  evidence,  as  to  the  main  de- 
sign, would  have  been  entire  against  all ;  and 
then,  said  the  Chief  Justice,  the  assembling 
in  several  places,  with  the  same  intent,  had 
made  the  matter  more  foul,  and  would  have 
been  aptly  given  in  evidence  against  them 
all }  and  the  several  acts,  which  each  of  them 
did,  would  have  come  in  better.     Such  a 
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remark  as  this  would  not  be  heard  from  the 
bench,  in  the  present  day.  A  Judge  now  holds 
the  scale  even  and  steady  between  the  pro- 
secutor and  the  prisoner  ^  formerly,  his  first 
object  was  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
prosecution. 

The  first  witness  stated,  that  on  Easter  P.sso. 
Tuesday  he  saw  Beasley  at  the  head  of  four  or 
five  hundred  persons,  with  a  sword  in  his  hand, 
which  the  witness  took  from  him;  he  had  also 
colours,  • — ^  green  apron  upon  a  pole.  Some  of 
the  people  cried,  "  Down  with  the  red  coats.V 
They  said  Beasley  was  their  captain.  The 
witness  and  his  party  fell  on  them,  and  then 
they  ran  away.  Green  was  with  the  multi- 
tude, as  well  as  Beasley ;  but  the  witness^  did 
not  see  them  go  along  with  the  people. 

The  second  witness  said,  that  wheti  the  P.88I. 
constable  charged  the  people  to  disperse  them« 
selves,  they  knocked  him  down :  that  Apple* 
tree  was  tlie  first,  who  struck  the  constable : 
tiiat  the  constable  and  assistants  drove  the 
people  up  a  lane :  that  the  people  cried, 
"Down  with  the  brothels;**  that  Green  shout- 
ed and  threw  up  his  hat 

The  third  witness  said  only,  that  he  saw 
Messenger  come  along  with  colours  in  hia 
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hand,  and  that  he  took  him  and  carried  him 
to  prison  :  that  he  heard  the  cry,  of  "  Down 
with  the  brothels :"  and  he  saw  two  of  the 
prisoners  among  them.  <*  Aye/'  said  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Kelyng,  "  aye,  that  was  the 
captain  and  the  ensign." 

The  fourth  witness  gave  this  account :  —  "  I 
saw  Beasley  and  Messenger  in  Moorfields  pull- 
ing down  houses  on  Monday,  and  on  Tuesday, 
at  the  head  of  three  hundred ;  and  at  that 
time  we  routed  them.  On  Wednesday  they 
came  with  four  or  five  hundred,  and  cried, 
•  D6wn  with  the  red  coats.*  '* 
:  The  last  witness  stated  merely,  that  Beasley 
and  Appletree  were  with  about  three  hundred 
persons:  that  Beasley  struck  an  ensign  with 
his  sword  :  that  Appletree  helped  to  pull 
down  one  house,  and  broke  another. — This 
was  the  whole  of  the  evidence  on  the  part  of 
the  prosecution. 
p.  882.  The  Lord  Chief  Justice  Kelyng,  then 
called  on  Beasley  for  his  defence.  «*  Why  did 
you  gather  this  multitude  together?  What 
reason  had  you  for  it  ?'* 

Pris.     I  do  not  know  the  reason. 

L.  C.  Just.     I  speak  to  you,  that  you  should 
give  a  reason.   After  all  the  trouble  that  we  have 
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had  in  this  tiation,  it  is  a  sad  thing  that  a  great 
number  of  giddy-headed  people  must  gather 
together  under  pretence  of  reformation^  to  dis- 
turb the  peace  of  the  nation  again.  If  you  can 
say  no  more  for  yourselfi  there  will  be  but 
little  trouble  with  you. 

Seijt.  Wild.  What  was  the  meaning  of  your 
gathering  together  ? 

Pris.     We  went  to  pull  down  brothels. 

L.  C.  Just  How  did  you  know,  which  were 
brothels  ?  If  you  had  known  them,  you  might 
*  have  indicted  them ;  there  is  a  law  against 
them;  but  this  is  a  strange  kind  of  reformation, 
if  a  rabble  come,  and  say  this  man  is  a  Papist, 
and  this  keeps  a  brothel,  and  would  pull  it 
down.   This  is  a  mad  reformation. 

Pris.  My  Lord,  that  man  has  sworn,  I  was 
out  on  Tuesday :  it  -was  Wednesday  before  I 
came  forth  ;  but  staid  at  home  with  my  wife, 
because  I  would  not  be  among  them. 

L.  C.  Just.  Did  you  not  carry  a  green 
apron  on  a  pole,  for  your  colours  ? 

Pris.  My  Lord,  as  I  passed  along  by  the 
rout,  they  flung  a  bottle  at  me,  and  had  like  to 
have  knocked  me  down,  and  tore  my  apron 
off,  and  charged  me  to  carry  it  on  a  pole  \  and 
I  would  fain  have  come  away  i'rom  them,  and 
could  not. 
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L.  C.  Just.  Make  this  appear,  that  you 
would  fain  have  got  away,  and  that  they  did 
force  you  to  do  what  you  did,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  of  it 

Pris.  There  is  none  of  them  here  now, 
that  wete  there  then. 

L.  C.  Just.    Then,  aU  that  you  say  is  of 
little  use ;  for  it  is  no  great  thing  to  make  a 
lie  to  save  one's  life. 
Pris.    God  is  my  witness  — • 
L.  C.  Just.     Have  a  care  what  you  say !  — 
This  effectually  silenced  the  prisoner :  and  he  * 
spoke  not  another  word. 
R  884.       The  Lord  Chief  Justice  summed  up  the  case 
to  the  jury.    In  the  course  of  his  speech  he 
thus  explained  the  law : — "By  levying  of  war  is 
not  only  meant,  when  a  body  is  gathered  ti!^e- 
ther,  as  an  army  is;  but,  if  acompany  of  people 
will  go  about  any  public  reformation,  this  is 
high  treason;  [as,]  if  it  be  to  pull  down  inclo- 
sures ;  for  they  take  upon  them  the  regal  au- 
thority;  the  way  is  worse  than  the  thing. 
These  people  do  pretend,  their  design  was 
against  brothels.  Now,  for  men  to  go  about  to 
pull  down  houses,  under  the  pretence  of  bro- 
thels,  with  a  captain,   and  an  ensign,   and 
weapons, — if  this  thing  be  endured,  who  is 
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safe  ?  It  is  high  treason,  because  it  ddth  be-* 
tray  the  peace  of  the  nation ;  for  every  sul^ect 
is  as  much  wronged  as  the  King  ^  for  if  every 
man  may  reform  what  he  wiU,  no  man  is  safe. 
Therefore,  tiiis  thing  is  of  desperate  ccmse- 
quence ;  we  must  make  this  for  a  public  ex- 
ample: there  is  reason  we  should  be  very 
cautious;  we  are  but  newly  delivered  from 
rebellion,  and  we  know  that  that  rebellion  fhrst 
began  under  the  pretence  of  religion  and  the 
law  i  for  the  devil  hath  always  this  vizard  upon 
'  it.  We  know,  that  that  rebellion  began  thus  } 
therefore  we  have  great  reason  to  be  very 
wary,  that  we  fall  not  again  into  the  same 
error;  but  it  should  be  carried  on  with  a 
watchful  eye.  And  because  apprentices,  here- 
after, shall  not  go  on  in  this  road,  we  will 
have  the  solemn  resolution  of  all  the  Judges ; 
and  therefore  you  are  to  find  it  specially.  You 
must  find  the  matter  of  fact,  and  we  will  as- 
semble all  the  judges  together  in  a  sober  way, 
to  give  their  judgment,  whether  it  be  high 
treason,  or  no :  not,  that  we  doubt  of  it  now, 
(for  we  know  it  is  high  treason,)  but  for  ge- 
neral satisfaction. 

The  jury,  being  dismissed  to  consider  their 
verdict,  after  a  short  time  returned,  and  gave 
a  special  verdict  against  Messenger,  Apple- 
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P.  897.  tree,  Beasley,  and  Green,  as  follows* :  —  They 
find,  that  on  the  24th  of  March  last,  a  great 
number  of  persons,  to  the  number  mentioned 
in  the  indictment,  were  assembled  together  in 
East  Smithfield  and  Moorfields,  in  the  county 
of  Middlesex,  with  arms  mentioned  in  the 
indictment,  on  pretence  of  pulling  down  bro- 
thels i  that  Beasley  led  them,  and  was  called 
their  captain,  and  had  in  his  hand  a  naked 
sword,  which  he  brandished  over  his  head ; 
that  Messenger  had  a  piece  of  green  apron  on 
a  sta£^  which  he  flourished  as  colours  at  the 
head  of  the  company ;  and  that  Beasley  and 
he  led  the  company  as  their  leaders;  that 
tbc^y  did  the  like  on  Wednesday  the  25th  of 
March,  and  were  breaking  down  houses.  That 
Peverell,  ^one  of  the  constables  of  Middlesex, 
having  a  constable's  staff  in  his  hand,  came,  to 
them  with  other  persons  to  aid  him,  and 
charged  them  to  depart  and  keep  the  peace ; 
and  thereupon  Beasley  with  his  sword  struck 
him„  and  wounded  him ;  and  several  per- 
sons, assembled  with  him,  struck  him  down 


*  The  statement  here  inserted,  is  the  report  of  the 
special  verdict,  as  given  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  Kej- 
ling,  who  tried  the  case,  in  his  Reports,  p.  72.  It  differs  in 
some  few  particulars,  but  not  materially,  fVom  the  report 
given  in  the  State  Trials. 
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and  took  away  his  constable*s  staff.  That 
William  Green  was  among  them,  casting  up 
his  cap,  and  hallooing,  with  a  staff  in  his 
hand ;  and  that,  whilst  he  was  among  them, 
he  was  knocked  down  by  a  party  of  the 
King's  soldiers,  who  came  to  suppress  them, 
and  was  then  taken.  That  Beasley  struck 
at  the  ensign,  who  led  the  soldiers.  That 
Appletree  was  among  them  on  both  days,  and 
was  the  first  that  struck  at  Peverell  the 
constable,  and  was  among  them  at  Burling- 
ham's  house  on  SaflGron-hill,  in  the  county  of 
Middlesex,  and  pulled  part  of  the  house 
down,  and  the  next  house  to  it,  and  struck  at 
one  who  admonished  him  to  be  quiet.  And 
if,  upon  the  whole  matter,  it  shall  seem  to  the 
Court,  that  they  are  guilty  of  the  offence  men- 
tioned in  the  indictment,  then  they  find  them 
guilty. 

AH  the  judges  met,  in  the  following  term,  P.  899. 
to  consider  this  case.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron 
Hale  delivered  his  opinion,  that  it  was  not 
a  case  of  treason.  "  The  reason,  that  made 
the  doubt  to  him  who  doubted,"  says  Sir 
Matthew  Hale,  in  his  Pleas  of  the  Crown, 
speaking  of  himself,  "  was,  first,  because  it 
seemed  but  an  unruly  company  of  apprentices, 
among  whom  that  custom  of  pulling  down 
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brothels  had  long  obtained,  and  they  were 
umiallj  repressed  by  oRcen,  not  punished  as 
traitors.  Secondly,  because  the  finding,  to  pull 
down  brothels,  might  reasonably  be  intended 
two  or  three  brothels,  and  the  indefinite  ex* 
pression  should  not  in  materid  odiosd  be  con* 
atrued  either  universally  or  generally.  And 
thirdly,  because  the  statute  of  1  Mary,  c.  IS., 
though  now  discontinued,  makes  assemblies  of 
above  twelve  persons,  and  of  as  high  a  nature, 
only  felony,  and  [even]  that  not  without  a  con* 
tinuance  together  for  an  hour  after  proclam* 
•(tion  made ;  as  namely,  an  assembly  to  pull  down 
brothelfiy  burn  mills,  or  to  abate  the  rents  of 
any  manors,  lands  or  tenements,  or  the  price  of 
victuals,  corn  or  grain :  or  if  any  person  ^all 
ring  a  bell»  beat  a  drum,  or  sound  a  trumpet^ 
and  thereby  raise  above  the  number  of  twelve 
for  the  purposes  aforesaid,  Avhich  are  raised 
accordingly  and  do  the  fact,  and  dissolve  not 
within  an  hour  after  proclamation,  or  that  shall 
convey  money,  harnessi  artillery,  it  is  enacted 
to  be  felony :  and  if  any  above  the  number  of 
two,  and  under  twelve,  do  practice  with  the 
force  of  arms  unlawfully,  and  of  their  own  au« 
Ihorityk  td  kill  any  of*  the  Queen's  subjects,  to 
dig  iqp  pales,  throw  down  ioclosures  of  parka, 
puU  down  any  house,  mill,  or  burn  any  stadc 
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of  corn,  or  abate  rents  of  manors,  lands  or 
tenements,  or  price  of  com  or  victuals,  and 
do  not  depart  within  an  hour  after  proclam- 
ation, ai)d  continue  to  attempt  to  do,  or  put  in 
ure  any  of  the  things  above-mentioned,  they 
are  to  have  a  year's  imprisonment/*  * 

But  all  the  other  judges  Answered,  that  this 
was  the  objection  made  by  some  judge  in  the 
case  of  Bradshaw  and  Burton,  reported  by 
Popham ;  t  in  which  case,  it  was  resolved, 
that  if  any  persons  assemble  with  force  to 
alter  the  laws,  or  to  set  a  price  on  victuals, 
or  to  lay  violent  hands  on  the  magistrate 
(as,  on  the  Mayor  of  London),  and  the  like, 
and  attempt  with  force  to  put  the  same  in 
execution,  this  is  rebellion  and  treason  at 
the  common  law ;  and  it  was  there  resolved 
also;  that  the  statute  of  1st  Mary  must  be 
understood  to  apply  to  cases,  where  persons 
to  the  number  of  twelve,  or  more,  pretend- 
ing  any  or  all  of  them  to  be  injured  in  parti- 
cular j  (as  by  reason  of  their  common,  or  other 
interest  in  the  land  inclosed,  and  the  like,) 
assemble  to  pull  down  inclosures  forcily, 
where  they  have  an  interest,  or  where  in 
particular  they  are  annoyed  or  grieved,  and 

*  Hale,  P.  C.  vol.  i.  p.  138.       +  Poph.  Rep.  p.  122. 
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that  such  pulUng  down  of  inclosures  is  not 
treason.  But,  in  case  their  act  is  to  pull  down 
inclosures  generally^  in  which  they  are  not 
particularly  concerned,  such  act,  -if  it  be  put 
in  e;cecution  by  force,  is  treason  at  common 
law.  And  it  was  agreed  by  all  the  judges, 
that  the  statute  of  IS  £liz.,  which  makes  the 
intention  in  many  instances  treason,  extends 
only  to  those  cases,  where  the  act,  if  done, 
had  been  treason  by  the  common  law.  All 
the  rest  of  the  judges,  therefore,  unanimously 
agreed,  that  this  rising  with  intent  to  pull 
down  brothels  in  general,  or  to  break  open 
prisons  in  general,  and  let  out  the  prisoners, 
and  putting  their  intention  in  execution  by 
force,  is  a  levying  of  war  against  the  King, 
and  high  treason,  within  the  true  meaning 
of  the  statute  of  25  Edw.  III.  Besides  the 
resolution  in  Popham's  Reports,  before  cited, 
they  considered  the  Case  of  the  Appren- 
tices, reported  in  the  second  part  of  Ander- 
son's Reports,  (pp.  4,  5.)  where  it  w^as  re- 
solved, that,  by  the  statute  of  13  Eliz.,  if 
any  intend  to  levy  war  for  any  thing,  which 
the  Queen  by  her  laws  and  justice  ought  to 
do  and  reform  in  government  as  Queen,  this 
shall  be  an  intendment  to  levy  war  against  the 
Queen,  -within  that  statute.     And,  they  held. 
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that  nothing  can  be  treason,  by  the  intention, 
within  that  statute,  which  had  not  been  trea- 
son by  common  law,  if  it  had  been  actually 
put  in  execution. 

After  coming  to  this  general  resolution,  the  p.  911. 
judges  considered  the  particular  cases,  as  they 
were  found  upon  the  several  special  verdicts ; 
and  it  was  agreed  by  all,  except  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  Hale,  (who  said  he  doubted  on  the 
main,)  that  as  to  Messenger  and  Beasley  in 
the  first  verdict,  and  as  to  Cotton  in  the  se- 
cond special  verdict,  and  as  to  Limerick  in 
the  fourth  special  verdict,  the  matter,  as  it 
was  found  against  these  four,  was  high  trea- 
son in  them  all;  and  accordingly  they  had 
judgment,  and  were  executed. 

But,  as  to  Appletree  in  the  first  special 
verdict,  and  as  to  Latimer  in  the  third  special 
verdict,  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
amongst  the  judges,  whether  the  verdict  was 
suflSciently  found  against  them,  to  adjudge  it 
high  treason.  For  besides  the  Chief  Baron,  who 
was  against  all,  the  following  judges,  Atkins, 
Tyrell,  Windham  and  Wylde  held,  that  the 
verdict  was  not  sufficient  against  those  two,  to 
warrant  judgment  of  treason  against  them ; 
because,  they  said,  it  was  not  expressly  found, 
that  they  were  aiding  and  assisting.    But  Lord 
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Chief  Justice  Kclyng,  and  thfj  Judges  Turner, 
Twisden,   Archer,   Raynsfbrd  and  Moreton 
thought  the  verdict,  as  it  was  found  against 
them,  to  be  as  full  and  plain  as  against  any  of 
the  rest.  For  first,  as  to  Appletree,  the  verdict 
first  finds  in  general,  that  the  number  in  the  in- 
dictment were  assembled,  as  in  the  indictment 
*  mentioned,  with  an  intenttopuU  down  brothels: 
that  Beasley  led  them  as  their  captain;  thatMes- 
senger  had  a  green  apron  upon  a  staff^  which  he 
flourished  as  colours ;  and  then  that  Apple- 
tree,  the  person  now  in  question,  was  amongst 
them  on  both  the  days,   and  was  the   first 
that  struck  at    Peverell  the   constable,  and 
was  amongst  them  at  Burlingham's  house  at 
Saffron-hill,   and  pulled  part   of  that  house 
down,  and  the  next  house  to  it,  and  struck  at 
one  that  admonished  him  to  be  quiet;  so  that 
here,  are  several  acts  of  force  found  to  be  ac- 
tually committed  by  him  in  pursuance  of  their 
design  ;  and  then  there  is  no  need  of  finding 
him  to  be  aiding  and  assisting ;  for  that  clause, 
they  said,  was   only  necessary  to  be  found, 
where  the  jury  find  a  person   there  among 
them,  and  find  no  particular  act  of  force  done 
by  him;  there,  indeed,  it  is  necessary  for  them  to 
find,  that  he  was  present,  aiding  and  assisting. 
For  the  same  reason,   they  held  the  ver- 
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diet  to  be  fuU  also  against  Latim^ ;  fo«Qiaii9^ 
it  was  first  found,  that  the  multitude  was 
assembled,  as  mentioned  in  the  indictment,  OQ 
pretence  of  breaking  prisons^  and  releasing 
prisoners,  in  general;  and  then  they  find,  that 
Latimer  was  amongst  them,  and  active  im 
breaking  open  the  prison  at  ClerkenweUt 
(where  prisoners,  some  for  felony,  and  others, 
were  let  loose,)  and  that  he  was  with  the  rest 
in  the  prison,  after  it  was  brdcen  open,  and  sq 
an  act  is  fixed  upon  him.  But  as  to  Green*  in 
the  first  special  verdict,  and  Bedle  in  the 
third  special  verdict,  they  all  agreed,  that  the 
verdict  was  not  full  enough  as  to  them  for 
judgment  of  treason;  because,  the  verdict 
only  finds  that  they  were  present,  and  finds  no 
particular  act  of  force  committed  by  them  $ 
and  does  not  find,  that  they  were  aiding  and 
assisting  to  the  rest ;  and  it  is  posable,  mte 
may  be  present  amongst  sacfa  a  rabble,  oiAy 
out  of  curiosity  to  see:  and  whether  they 
were  aiding  and  assisting  is  matter  ^of  &ct, 
which  ought  to  be  expressly  found  by  the 
jury,  and  not  to  be  left  to  the  judges  upoa  any 
colourable  lmplicati<m.  Accordingly,  these 
two  prisoners  were  discharged. 

This  trial  has  been  selected,  not  for  any  de-  Remarks. 
gree  of  interest,  which  the  facts  of  the  case 
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can  supply  —  for  a  state  of  facts  more  meagre 
and  more  uninteresting  can  scarcely  be  ima- 
gined, —  but  because  it  is  one  of  the  few  re- 
ported cases,  on  which  is  founded  the  doctrine 
of  a  constructive  or  interpretative  levying  of 
war  against  the  King.  The  terms,  construc- 
tive and  interpretative,  were  first  used  by  Sir 
Matthew  Hale,  in  commenting  on  the  lan- 
guage of  the  statute  of  treasons ;  and  it  is 
partly  from  the  misapprehension  of  those 
terms,  partly  from  the  very  equivocal  charac- 
ter of  some  of  the  instances  usually  cited  in 
illustration  of  the  doctrine,  that  the  doctrine 
itself  has  been  in  some  modem  cases  so 
strongly  opposed.  If,  by  the  terms  construc- 
tive or  interpretative  levying  of  war  against 
the  King,  we  are  to  understand  such  a  levying 
of  war,  as  the  judges  of  our  courts  of  law  have 
construed  and  interpreted  to  be  a  levying 
against  the  King ;  there  appears  to  be  nothing 
harsh  or  strained  in  the  application  of  those 
terms  to  the  statute  of  treasons  :  nor  has  any 
thing  more  been  done  with  regard  to  this  sta- 
tute, than  is  constantly  and  necessarily  done 
by  the  judges,  with  regard  to  every  other  sta^ 
tute,  and  in  every  bther  part  of  our  criminal 
law. 

By  the   constitution  of  the  country,   the 
judges  alone  are  competent,  and  to  them  it 
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exclusively  belongs  as  their  peculiar  province, 
to  put  their  construction  and  interpretation  on 
the  laws>  which  they  are  bound  to  administer- 
As  in  the  case  of  burglary,  there  may  be  either 
an  actual  breaking  of  the  dwelling-house,  or 
what  is  called  a  constructive  breaking,  and  it 
is  the   duty  of  the  judge  to  declare,  what 
amounts  to  a  breaking,  in  construction  of  law : 
Or,  on  a  trial  for  larceny,  as  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  judge  to  declare  what  must  be  understood 
to  be  a  taking  or  carrying  away :  so,  in  the 
case  of  hi^  treason,   the  judges  alone  are 
competent  to  construe  and  interpl*et  the  sta- 
tute ;  they  are  to  interpret  the  clause  respect- 
ing the  levying  of  war  against  the  King,  as 
well  as  the  other  clause  respecting  the  com- 
passing  of  the  King's  death ;  and  they  alone 
are  to  determine,  what  are  competent  overt 
acts  of  these  several  heads  of  treason ;  or,  in 
other  words,  what  acts  are  evidence,  compe- 
tent and  fit  for  the  consideration  of  the  jury, 
to  prove  the  compassing  of  the  King's  death, 
or  to  prove  such  levying  of  war. 

The  doctrine  of  constructive  or  interpret- 
'  ative  treason^  therefore, — if  those  terms  are 
understood  in  their  plain  and  natural  import, 
—  is  not  more  open  to  objection,  in  point  of 
principle,  than  the  doctrine  of  constructive  lar- 
ceny or  constructive  burglary.     And,  on  com- 
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parison,  it  will  be  found,  that  the  coQrtn]Cp> 
tioos  which  have  been  adopted  by  our  Courts, 
in  the  exposition  of  the  statute  of  treason,  (at 
least,  from  the  period  of  the  Revolution,)  are 
much  less  i^ained,  than  the  constructions  put 
on  most  other  brandies  of  the  criminal  law. 

In  the  interpretation  of  that  clause  of  the 
statute,  as  to  the  levying  of  war  against  the 
King,  •—  upon  which  clause  this  proseGution 
was  founded,  *-*  there  are  two  points,  to  be  de- 
termined :  First,  what  is  a  levying  of  war? 
Secondly,  what  is  a  levying  against  the  King  ? 
The  judges  are  to  explain  and  to  define  the 
meaning  of  both  parts  of  the  clause ;  the  jury 
are  to  decide,  whether  the  case,  as  proved  by 
the  witnesses,  comes  within  the  scope  of  such 
judicial  definition.  Even  the  words,  levying 
qf  waty  plain  and  simple  as  they  are,  require 
some  explanation,  lest  they  should  be  taken  as 
descriptive  only  of  the  martial  array  of  a  hostile 
army,  or  as  meaning  to  express  the  carrying 
on  of  military  operations,  as  they  are  usually 
carried  on  by  one  nation  against  another. 

But  the  principal  discussion,  oq  the  statute  of 
treasons,  has  arisen  upon  the  other  part  of  the 
clause ;  namely,  what  is  a  levying  of  war  against 
the  King  ?  In  the  first  place,  it  is  evident,  that 
the  words  of  the  statute  must  not  be  understood 
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to  mean  only  such  a  levying,  as  is  directed 
immediately  against  the  person  of  the  King^ 
though  perhaps  that  is  their  strict  and  literal 
import.     Such  a  construction  would  be  too 
narrow,  and  render  the  clause  almost  inopera- 
tive.    A  levying  of  war  stgainst  the  forces  q£ 
the  King,  or  against  the  government  of  the 
King,  or  for  the  purpose  of  overthrowing  or 
altering  the   established  constitution  of  tlie 
church  or  the  state,  —  of  which  the  King  is 
the  head —  all  these,  in  just  reasoning,  and  on 
the  soundest  construction,  must  be  considered 
as  much  a  levying  of  war  against  the  King, 
as    if  they   were   levelled    directly    against 
the  royal  person.     And,  with  full  as  much 
reason,   a  rebellion   or  insurrection,   (which 
terms  may  be  used  as  synonymous  with  the 
words  in   the  statute,    letting  of  war,)  for 
the  purpose  of  constraining  and  compelling 
the   King  to  alter  his  measures  of  govern- 
ment, or  for  the  purpose  of  removing  by  force 
his  counsellors  from  their  place  and  attendance 
on  the  King,  have  been  justly  considered  by 
the  ablest  judges  of  the  best  times,  a  levying 
of  war  against  the  King ;    for  they  are  an 
attack  upon  the  King  in  his  regal  capacity ; 
they  are   levelled  at  the  regal  dignity ;  and 
they  necessarily  tend  to  the  overthrow  of  the 
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King's  authority,  and  to  the  destruction  of  the 
government  of  the  country.*  An  insurrec- 
tion, with  intent  to  compel,  by  acts  of  force 
and  violence,  the  legislature  to  repeal  a  law, 
has  also  been  justly  placed  on  the  same  level 
with  the  insurrections  above  described,  and  is 
a  levying  of  war  against  the  King.t 

Another  class  of  cases,  (to  which  the  case, 
now  under  discussion,  has  been  thought  to 
belong,)  is  that,  where  the  insurrection  has 
been  for  some  general^  national  object ^  sub- 
versive of  the  government  of  the  country^ 
though  not  immediately  and  directly  against 
the  government  as  its  declared  object. t  This, 
it  is  conceived,  is  the  principle,  on  which 
rebellions,  having  a  general  purpose  in  view, 
are  adjudged  to  be  within  the  clause  now  un- 
der consideration.     To  fall  within  this  clause, 

♦  See  Foster,  Cr.  L.  210.  1  East,  P.  C.  72.  1  Hale, 
P.  C.  131. 

f  See  Lord  Mansfield's  summing  up  in  Lord  G.  Gor- 
don's case.    21  Howell,  p.  644. 

X  The  following  are  the  cases  upon  this  subject :  Case 
of  the  Labourers,  S  Inst.  p.  10.  1  Hale,  133.  Case  of 
the  Apprentices,  2  Anderson,  pp.  4  &  5.  Bradshaw  and 
Burton's  case,  Popham,  122.  1  Hale,  P.  C.  145.  Ben- 
sed's  case,  Cro.  Car.  583.  1  Hale,  P.  C.  140.  The  Wea- 
vers' case,  1  Hale,  142.  Damnraree's  case,  15  Howell. 
On  this  subject,  see  Luders's  Considerations  on  the  Law 
of  Treason. 
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the  rebellion  must  be  for  a  public,  general, 
national  object,  and  an  attack  on  the  con- 
stituted government  and  authority  of  the 
realm.  Of  this  treasonable  character  are  all 
rebellions  to  destroy  the  distinctions  of  rank 
and  property  —  rebellions  for  the  purpose  of 
exterminating  the  trade  and  manufactories  of 
the  country  —  rebellions  for  the  purpose  of 
altering  the  established  law,  or  to  change  the 
established  religion. 

There  are  other  instances,  to  exemplify 
the  same  principle,  frequently  mentioned  in 
our  books,  but  of  a  much  more  equivocal  and 
less  decided  character;  such  as,  insurrec- 
tions or  rebelUons,  in  order  to  throw  down 
all  inclosures,  to  enhance  the  price  of.  all 
labour,  or  to  open  all  prisons.*  These, 
it  must  be  remembered,  are  instances,  not  per- 
haps  very  happily  selected,  but  still  only  in- 
stances, to  illustrate  the  principle  before-men- 
tioned ;  they  are  not  the  principle  itself,  though 
they  have  often  been  so  represented  in  argu- 
ment, with  a  view  to  disparage  the  doctrine 
of  a  constnu:tive  levying  of  war.  And  these 
instances  are  of  no  use  whatever,  except 
for  the  purposes  of  illustration  ;  for  it  is  not 

♦Foster,  Cr.L.  p. 211. 
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possible,  that  a  rebellion  should  hereafter  oc- 
cur, agreeing  exactly,  in  every  point,  with  any 
recorded  precedent  of  treason.  «  All  risings,'^ 
(says  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  laying  down  the  prin^ 
ciple,  after  referring  to  particular  instances,) 
*<  in  order  to  effect  these  innovations,  of  a 
public  and  general  concerrij  hy  an  armed  force^ 
are,  in  construction  of  law,  high  treason  within 
the  clause  of  levying  war :  for  though  they 
are  not  levelled  at  the  person  of  the  King, 
they  are  against  his  regal  majesty:  and, 
besides,  they  have  a  direct  tendency  to  dis- 
solve all  the  bonds  of  sociely,  and  to  destroy 
all  property,  and  all  government  too,  by  num* 
bers  and  an  armed  force."  *  But  an  insurrec* 
tion  with  intent  to  throw  down  all  inclosures 
in  ^  particular  place  or  county ^  to  pull  down 
dU  brothels  in  Vi  particular  towij  or  to  remove 
a  local  nuisancCf  is  not  such  an  insurrection 
as  amounts  to  a  levying  of  war.  "  If  tiie 
assembly,"  says  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  "  be  upon 
account  of  some  private  quarrel,  or  to  take 
revenge  on  some  particular  persons,  the  statute 
of  treasons  has  already  determined  that  ques- 
tion    in  tavour  of  tiie  subject"*      Again, 


*  Foster,  Cr.  L.  p.  209. 


<*  Risings  to  d^troy  particular  inchsures,  or  to 
remove  nuisances^  which  affected  or  were 
thought  to  affect  in  point  of  interest  the  parties 
assembled  for  these  purposes,  have  not  been 
held  to  amount  to  levying  of  war  within  the 
statute/'*  These  rules,  so  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Justice  Foster,  a^  the  result  of  adjudged  cases, 
and  laid  down  by  him  more  unexceptionably 
than  by  any  other  writer,  have  been  invariably 
adopted  by  his  successors  on  the  bench,  and 
are  the  settled  and  well-established  law  of  the 
landt 

With  full  as  much  consideration,  and  with 
as  great  anthority,  the  law  has  been  laid  down 
to  the  same  effect,  in  one  of  the  latest  State 
Trials,  in  a  comment  upon  the  clause  relating 
to  levying  of  war.  "  Those  offences  only  are 
to  be  considered  as  treason,  which  relate  in 
80i»e  way  to  the  King  and  his  regal  majesty  ; 
private  quarrels  and  private  objects  are  de« 
clared  not  to  be  treason :  it  has,  ever  since  the 
passing  of  this  statute,  uniformly  been  held, 
that,  where  the  object  is  ptcbUc  and  national^ 
"where  the  attack  is  against  the  constituted 
government  and  authority/  of  the  realms   of 


*  Foster,  Cr.  L.  p.  210. 


SCO 


THE   TRIAL   OF   MESSfiNOER, 

which  the  King  is  the  head  and  chief,  that  is 
high  treason  against  the  ICing,  within  the 
meaning  of  this  act/'* 

The  case,  now  before  the  reader,  though  it 
is  not  noticed  by  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  must  be 
considered  as  coming  within  the  class  of  cases 
last  mentioned.  It  is,  perhaps,  of  all  the  cases, 
the  weakest  in  its  circumstances  —  for  there 
was  not  the  slightest  proof  of  a  conspiracy  or 
agreement  to  rise,  or  of  any  preconcerted  plan, 
or  of  any  pirevious  notice,  or  of  any  arrange- 
ment or  concert  in  the  operations  of  the  mul- 
titude, or  of  arms  (excepting  a  single  sword), 
or  of  seditious  language,  or  of  any  kind  of 
menace  against  the  government.  For  this 
reason,  perhaps,  the  case  may  have  been 
disregarded  by  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  who  was 
considering  the  general  and  ruling  principle, 
to  be  deduced  from  all  the  cases  together, 
and  not  the  facts  of  any  one  particular 
case.  [Note  B.]  And,  here,  it  maybe  proper 
to  suggest,  that  when  this  case  is  examin- 
ed with  reference  to  the  general  principle 
and   rule   of  law,    the  facts  must    be  col- 


*See  the  Summing-up  in  the  trial  of  Ludlam,   re- 
ported by  Gurney,  p.  297.  S2  Howell,  p.  127S. 
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lected  from  the  special  verdict,  on  which  the 
Judges  delivered  their  judgement ;  but  when 
it  is  examined  with  reference  to  the  propriety 
of  the  verdict,  the  facts  must  be  taken,  not 
from  the  special  verdict,  but  from  the  evidence 
fitated  in  the  report :  for  the  special  verdict,  it 
must  be  remembered,  is  not  a  faithful  repre- 
sentation of  the  facts  proved  at  the  trial. 
It  was  not  true,  as  stated  in  the  special  ver- 
dict, that  the  great  number  of  persons,  as- 
sembled together,  were  armed  with  arms, 
as  mentioned  in  the  indictment,  that  is,  with 
swords,  halberts,  halfpikes,  and  other  arms, 
pffensive  and  defensive :  the  witnesses  spoke 
only  of  a  single  sword  in  the  hands  of  Beasley. 
Neither  was  it  true,  —  at  least,  according  to 
the  report,  the  witnesses  did  not  prove  the 
fact,  —  that  Beasley  brandished  a  naked  sword 
over  his  head,  or  that  he  flourished  colours  at 
the  head  of  the  party.  And  the  fact,  of  the 
rioters  running  away,  as  soon  as  some  of  the 
other  party  fell  upon  them,  is  wholly  sup- 
pressed. ' 

But  taking  the  rule  as  settled,  namely,  that 
insurrections  in  order  to  open  all  prisons,  or 
throw  down  all  inclosures,  or  pull  down  all 
brothels,  are  levying  of  war  against  the  King, 
it  is  always  for    the  jury,  and   for  the  jury 

VOL.  I.  Y 
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alone,  to  determine,  whether  such  was  the  real 
intent  and  design  of  the  rioters.  Upon  that 
issue  depends  the  question,  whether  the  case 
amounts  to  treason.  "  The  true  criterion  in 
all  these  cases,"  says  Mr.  Justice  Foster,  "  is, 
Quo  animo  did  the  parties  assemble?"  The 
intent  or  design  of  the  rioters  is  a  plain  matter 
oifacty  to  be  determined  upon  the  evidence, 
and  to  be  determined  by  the  jury  alone.  In 
the  case,  therefore,  now  under  consideration, 
it  would  have  been  proper,  and  was  indis- 
pensably requisite,  to  direct  the  jury  to  con- 
sider, whether  those  who  joined  in  the  insur- 
rection had  a  design  to  pull  down  all  brothels, 
generally  through  the  kingdom^  with  a  view  to 
carry  into  effect  a  general  and  national  purpose; 
—  or  whether,  on  the  other  hand,  their  intent 
was  of  a  more  limited  and  partial  nature ;  as,  for 
instance,  to  remove  what  they  might  think  a 
local  nuisance,  or  perhaps  to  commit  in(Hs^ 
criminate  acts  of  violence.  In  other  words, 
the  jury  would  have  to  consider,  whether 
the  transaction  was  a  temporary  and  sudden 
ebullition  of  a  prevailing  spirit  of  tumult, 
violence,  and  disorder,  —  which  would  be 
a  case  of  riot ;  or  whether  it  was  an  attack, 
aimed  against  the  regal  authority  of  the  realm, 
— which  would  be  a  case  of  treason.     Such, 
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it  is  Conceived,  was  the  course,  proper  to  have 
been  adopted  on  this  trial :  such  has  been  the 
practice  approved  by  Judges  of  the  highest 
authority  in  modern  times.*' 

If  the  case  had  been  so  presented  to  the 
jury,  they  would  have  had  to  determine,  — 
considering,  on  one  side  of  the  question,  the 
number  of.  persons  assembled ;  the  pulling 
down  of  some  houses  (it  did  not  appear  how 
many);  the  cry  at  one  time,  **Dbwn  with 
the  red  coats  ;*'  at  another  time  the  cry  of 
"  Down  with  the  brothels  j**  the  fact  of  one 
of  the  party  having  a  sword ;  and  the  other 
fact  of  a  green  apron  ^  upon  a  pole,  used  as 
colours ;  —  taking  into  account  also,  on  the 
other  side  of  the  question,  the  circumstance, 
that  there  was  no  proof  of  any  preparation 
previous  to  the  insurrection,  or  of  any  pre- 
vious meeting,  or  of  any  plan,  or  of  any  kind 
of  conspiracy ;  no  proof  of  any  general  arm- 
ing of  the  party,  or  of  any  weapon,  offen- 
sive or  defensive  (with  the  exception  of  the 


♦  The  reader  is  particularly  referred  to  the  summing  up 
in  Watson's  case,  32  Howell,  581 ;  to  the  summing  iip 
also  in  Brandreth's  case,  32  Howell,  p.  928, 929 ;  to  the 
summing  up  in  Turner's  case,  32  Howell,  p.  1131 ;  and 
to  that  in  Ludlam's  case,  32  Howell,  p.  1273. 
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single  sword),  and  no  proof  of  any  seditious 
or  treasonable  language  used  by  the  mob,  — 
considering  all  these  circumstances,  on  the 
one  side  and  on  the  other,  the  jury  would  have 
had  to  determine,  if  the  case  had  been  pro- 
perly laid  before  them, ,  whether  the  party,  so 
assembled,  had  a  design  to  effect  such  a  ge- 
neral and  national  purpose,  as  the  pulling 
down  of  all  brothels,  —  not  only  those  in  the 
vicinity  of  Moorfields,  but  all  the  brothels, 
universally  through  the  kingdom  at  large,  — 
and  whether  the  shout  of  the  mob  was  refer- 
able to  such  a  settled  and  general  design :  (to 
use  the  words  of  Mr,  Justice  Foster)  whether 
this  was  **  a  rising  to  effect  an  innovation  of 
a  public  and  general  concern  by  an  armed 
force  ;"  *  or,  (to  use  the  words  of  Lord  Ellen- 
borough)  whether  it  was  "  a  temporary  ebul- 
lition of  a  prevailing  spirit  of  tumult,  violence, 
and  disorder/'t  The  case,  however,  was  not 
so  submitted  to  the  qgiysideration  of  the  jurys 
TheChiefJustice§kdpi%gsJflidrnot  once  allude 
to  the  intent  or  design  of  the  multitude  ;  the 
jury  do  not  appear  to  have  taken  this  into 


•Foster's  Cr.L.  p.211. 

f  See  the  summing  up  in  Watson's  case,  vol.  ii.  of  Giur- 
ney's  Report,  p.  431.,  and  32  Howell,  p.  581. 
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their  consideration,  and  have  not  noticed  it 
in  their  special  verdict.  Not  to  advert  to  the 
dangerous  hint,  given  by  the  Chief  Justice 
to  the  jury,  "  to  make  this  case  a  public  ex- 
ample,'*—  which  assumed  guilt,  and  anticipat- 
ed the  sentence,  —  not  to  notice  his  allusions 
to  the  recent  rebellion,  (which  could  scarcely 
fail  of  alarming  or  exciting  the  minds  of  the 
jury,)  —  this  trial  appears  to  have  been  de- 
fective in  the  essential  point  above-mentioned. 
Strictly  speaking,  it  can  scarcely  be  denomi- 
nated a  trial ;  since  there  was  no  investi- 
gation of  that  leading  fact,  (relative  to  the 
intent  or  design  of  the  multitude,)  which  was 
the  true  and  only  criterion  of  the  guilt  of  the 
prisoners. 
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NOTES. 


Note  A.  p.  297. 


Xhe  outrages^  described  in  this  trials  (which  are  a 
striking  proof  of  the  disorderly  habits  of  the  labouring 
classes,  and  of  the  ill-regulated  state  of  the  police,) 
were  not  unfrequent  in  the  earlier  periods  of  our  his- 
tory. The  reader  will  find  this  subject  noticed  in  the 
account  of  the  Travels  of  Cosmo  the  Third,  in  Eng- 
land, 1669,  lately  published,  p.  296,  297.  "  So  great 
is  the  number  of  apprentices,  that  in  order  to  prevent 
the  inconvenlencies  which  might  anse,  the  government 
of  the  city  finds  it  necessary,  by  a  particular  provision, 
to  oblige  the  heads  of  the  houses  in  every  street,  to  keep 
on  foot  a  certain  number  of  men  armed  with  spears, 
at  the  head  of  the  street,  by  way  of  preventing  the  in- 
solence of  the  apprentices  on  the  days,  in  which  their 
freedom  is  allowed  them,  which  are  at  the  Easter  and 
Whitsuntide  holydays,  and  some  others,  according  to 
the  custom  of  the  city ;  for,  meeting  to  the  number  of 
10,000,  (and  they  are  supposed  to  amount  to  that 
number  and  more,)  they  divide  themselves  into  sepa- 
rate parties,  and  spread  over  the  dijSerent  quarters  of 
the  city,  meditating,  and  frequently  accomplishing,  the 
annoyance  of  the  public,  as  it  may  suit  their  &ncy; 
taking  confidence  from  their  numbers,  and  from  the 
cudgels  which  they  hold  in  their  hands,  (the  carrying 
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any  other  weapon  being  prohibited);  and  this  they  push 
to  such  an  extent,  that  it  frequently  happens,  that  the 
authority  of  the  Lord  Mayor  has  not  been  able  to 
restrain  their  headstrong  rashness ;  and  even  to- 
wards this  magistrate,  they  have  not  unfrequently 
failed  in  proper  respect,  and  have  treated  him  with 
contempt  and  derision."  —  In  the  second  volume  of 
Ellis's  Original  Letters,  a  letter  is  preserved,  from  Ser- 
jeant Fleetwood  to  Lord  Burghley,  giving  an  account 
of  an  insurrection  of  apprentices  in  London  in  the  year 
1586. 

Note  B.  p.  320. 

Mr.  Justice  Foster  mentions  the  case  of  the  Jlp- 
prenticeSj  or,  as  it  is  sometimes  called,  the  Weaver^  case, 
(reported  in  Anderson,  part  i.  p.  4.,  and  stated  also  in 
Hale,  P.C.  vol.i.  p.  142, )  and  declares  his  opinion,  that 
it  did  not  amount  to  levying  of  war  against  the  King. 
He  says,  "  Upon  the  same  principle,  and  within  the 
same  equity  of  the  statute,  I  think  it  was  very  rightly 
holden  by  five  of  the  Judges,  that  a  rising  of  the 
weavers  in  and  about  London  to  destroy  all  engine^ 
looms,  did  not  amount  to  levying  of  war  within  the 
statute,  though  great  outrages  were  committed  on  that 
occasion,  not  only  in  London,  but  in  the  adjacent 
counties,  and  the  magistrates  and  peace  officers  were 
resisted  and  assailed.  For  those  Judges  considered 
the  whole  affair  merely  as  a  private  quarrel  between 
men  of  the  same  trade,  about  the  use  of  a  particular 
engine,  which  those  concerned  in  the  rising  thought 
detrimental  to  them.  Five  of  the  Judges,  indeed,  were 
of  a  different  opinion ;  but  the  Attorney-General 
thought  proper  to  proceed  against  the  defendants,  as 
for  a  riot  only.  (Foster's  Cr.  L.  p.  210.) 

Y  4 
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The  case  of  the  Weavers,  briefly  mentioned  by  Fos** 
ter,  is  stated  more  fully  by  Sir  Matthew  Hale :  ^'  A  great 
Bimiber  of  weavers,  in  and  about  London,  being  offend- 
ed at  the  engine-looms,  (because  thereby  oneman  could 
do  as  much  in  a  day,  as  nearly  twenty  men  without 
them,)  after  attempts  in  Parliament  and  elsewhere  to 
suppress  them,  did  agree  among  themselves  to  rise  and 
go  from  house  to  house  to  take  and  destroy  the  engine- 
looms  ;  in  pursuance  of  which,  they  did  on  tliree  suc- 
cessive days  assemble  themselves  in  great  numbers,  in 
some  places  an  hundred,  in  others  four  hundred,  and 
in  others  about  fifteen  hundred.  They  did  in  a  most 
violent  manner  break  open  the  houses  of  many  of 
the  King's  subjects,  in  which  such  engine-looms  were, 
or  were  suspected  to  be;  they  took  away  the  en- 
gines, and  burnt  them,  and  not  only  the  looms,  but 
in  many  places  the  ribbands  made  thereby,  and 
several  other  goods  of  the  persons,  whose  houses 
they  broke  open :  this  they  did  not  in  one  place 
only,  but  in  several  places  and  counties,  in  Mid- 
dlesex, Essex,  Kent,  and  Surrey,  in  the  last  of  which 
they  stormed  the  house  of  one  person,  and  though 
they  were  resisted,  and  one  of  them  killed,  and  another 
wounded,  yet  at  last  they  forced  their  way  in,  took 
away  the  looms,  and  burnt  them  :  the  value  of  the 
damage  they  did  was  computed  at  several  thousand 
pounds.  This  they  did  after  several  proclamations 
to  depart,  made  by  the  justices  of  Middlesex,  and 
they  resisted  and  affronted  the  magistrates  and  of- 
ficers." (1  Hale,  P.  C.  p.  144,  T45.)  The  reader 
in  comparing  this  case  with  the  case  of  Messenger, 
which  is  tiow  before  him,  will  immediately  perceiv^ 
Low  much  weaker  the  latter  is  in  all  its  circumstances. 
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The  case,  now  selected,  is  commonly  placed  P.  1502 
at  the  head  of  a  long  list  of  trials,  which  arose 
out  of  the  Popish  plot.  Though,  strictly  speak- 
ing, this  case  was  not  in  the  least  connected 
with  that  extraordinary  affair ;  yet  the  Court, 
which  tried  the  prisoner,  no  less  than  the 
counsel  who  prosecuted,  did  their  utmost  to 
connect  the  transactions,  with  a  view,  doubt- 
less, to  take  advantage  of  the  popular  feeling ; 
and,  probably,  to  this  was  mainly  owing  the 
success  of  the  prosecution. 

The  trial  took  place  at  the  latter  end  of  No- 
vember, in  the  year  I678,  about  six  weeks  after 
the  grand  discovery  made  by  Gates,  before  the 
Privy  Council,  on  the  subject  of  what  is  called 
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the  Popish  plot  At  that  time  the  country  was 
in  astate  of  the  utmost  consternation  and  alarm, 
from  the  reports  of  plots  and  conspiracies. 
The  jealousy,  which  the  people  had  long  con- 
ceived against  the  Catholics  and  the  religious 
tenets  of  the  King,  now  burst  out  into  an  uni- 
versal flame.  The  seizure  of  Coleman's  letters, 
which  followed  soon  after  Oates's  discovery, 
and,  still  more,  the  mysterious  death  of  Sir 
Edmondbury  Godfrey,  were  thought  to  be  a 
full  confirmation  of  the  marvellous  story.  No- 
thing was  omitted,  that  could  excite  the  popu- 
lar feeling.  The  public  exhibition  of  the  dead 
body  of  Sir  Edmondbury  Godfrey  worked  up 
the  people  to  such  a  pitch  of  grief  and  mad- 
ness, that  it  was  expected  to  end  in  a  general 
massacre  of  the  Catholics.* 

In  this  state  of  general  ferment  the  Parlia- 
ment met  on  the  21st  day  of  October. t  The 
first  measure  adopted  was  an  address  by  the 
two  Houses  to  the  King,  enlarging  on  the 
bloody  and  traitorous  designs  of  Popish  re- 
cusants, and  entreating  the  King  to  command 
all  such,  by  proclamation,  to  remove  to  the 
distance  of  ten  miles  from  the  capital.  A 
national  fast  was  ordered,  to  return  acknow- 


«  North's  Exam.,  p.  202.    Bp.  Burnet's  Hist.  vol.  ii. 
f  Pari.  Deb*  vol.  iv.  1022,  et  seg. 
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ledgments  for  the  late  discoveries,  and  to  make 
supplication  for  fuller  information,  A  bill  was 
hurried  through  Parliament,  to  exclude  all  Ca- 
tholics from  sitting  in  either  House.  The  Lords 
and  Commons  unanimously  resolved,  that  there 
was  a  damnable  and  hellish  plot  contrived  and 
carried  on  by  Popish  recusants,  for  the  assas- 
sination of  the  King  and  the  subversion  of  the 
Government.  And  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  their  zeal  for  the  Protestant  faith,  expelled 
a  member  for  doubting  the  existence  of  the 
plot.  "Thus  the  cry  against  Popery,"  says 
Ralph  *,  "  which  had  been  so  many  years  in 
raising,  and  to  which  the  most  eminent 
loyalists,  both  laymen  and  ecclesiastics,  had 
most  eminently  contributed,  now  spread 
through  the  whole  kingdom,  and  was  echoed 
back  from  every  corner ;  all  parties  joined  in 
it ;  every  gale  favoured  it ;  and  no  disagreeing 
voice  could  obtain  a  hearing.**  At  this  sin- 
gular crisis,  when  the  credulity  of  the  nation 
kept  pace  with  the  villainy  of  the  informers, 
— when,  (as  Dry  den  says  truly,  though  in 
verse,)  "T* was  worse  than  plotting,  to  suspect 
the  plot," —  commenced  the  trials,  or  rather 
the  executions,  for  the  Popish  conspkacy. 

The  prisoner  was  indicted  for  high  treason,  p.  1502; 
«i      ■       ■  ■  I    .      .  I.  II      ^_^,^ 

*  Ralph,  Hist.  vol.  i;  p.  387. 
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on  a  statute  passed  shortly  after  the  restor- 
ation }  by  \^hich  statute  it  was  enacted,  that 
if  any  person  should  compass,   imagine,   de- 
vise or  intend  .death,  or  destruction,  to  the 
King,  or  bodily  harm  leading  to  death  or  de- 
struction, or  imprisonment  or  restraint  of  the 
person  of  the  King,  or  to  deprive  or  depose 
him;    and  such  compassings   and   imagina- 
tions  should  express,  utter,  or  declare  by  any 
printing,  writing,  preaching,  or  malicious  and 
advised  speaking;   every  such  person,  being 
.legally  convicted  thereof,  upon  the  oaths  of  two 
lawful  and  credible  witnesses,  should  be  adjudg- 
ed to  be  a  traitor,  and  suffer  the  pain  of  death.* 
The  indictment  having  been  read,  and  the 
prisoner  having  pleaded  not  guilty,  Serjeant 
Maynard  stated,  that  the  offence  was  as  great 
as  could  be,  and  would  be  proved  as  clear 
as   could    be.      The   Attorney-General,    Sir 
William  Jones,  said,  it  would  be  proper  to  give 
some  account,  why,  among  so  many  offenders, 
(some  of  them  of  greater  quality  than  the  pri- 
soner), they  chose  first  to  bring  this  man  to 
trial.    "  There  are  a  sort  of  men  in  the  world/* 
added  the  Attorney-General,  "  who  endeavour 
what  they  can,   to  cry  down  this  discovery 

*  13  Cha.  2.  c«  1.      This  act  was  made  to  contiDue 
during  the  life  of  the  King. 
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of  horrid  and  damnable  designs  against  the 
King's  person,  and  the  Protestant  reKgion. 
It  is  true,  some  are  so  charitable  as  to  think, 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  England  do  pro- 
mote the  Roman  Catholic  rehgion  ;  but  that 
the  design,  against  the  King's  person,  is  a 
fiction.  But  they  shall  do  well  to  take  warn- 
ing, by  the  trial  of  this  man,  and  the  imprison- 
ment of  so  many  offenders,  that,  eveii  since 
this  discovery,  some  have  had  this  treasonable 
mind  and  traitorous  attempt  against  the  King, 
and  said  those  words,  for  which  he  is  charged 
in  the  indictment.'* 

The  substance  of  the  evidence  of  the  two 
principal  witnesses,  Castars  and  Southerland, 
in  support  of  the  prosecution,  was  as  follows : 
On  the  14th  day  of  November,  about  ele- 
ven o'clock,  the  prisoner  was  in  company 
with  one  Fromante,  a  Frenchman,  at  a  tavern 
in  King  Street,  taking  some  refreshment: 
they  conversed  together  in  French.  Stayley 
said  twice,  "  The  King  is  a  grand  heretic," 
at  the  same  time  striking  his  hand  against  his 
breast,  and  stamping  on  the  ground  five  or 
six  times  with  great  fury.  Fromante  said, 
"The  King  of  England  is  a  tormentor  of 
the  people  of  God  ;'*  on  which  the  prisoner 
answered  in   a  great  fury,    "  He  is  a  great 
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heretic,  and  the  greatest  rogue  in  the  world ; 
there  is  the  heart,  and  here  is  the  hand,  that 
would  kill  him ;  the  King  and  the  Parliament 
think  all  is  over,  but  the  rogues  are  mistaken.** 
The  prisoner  and  his  companions  were  at  this 
time  in  a  room,  adjoining  to  that  in  which 
the  two  witnesses  represented  themselves  to 
be,  the  door  between  the  two  rooms  being 
wide  open ;  the  prisoner  stood  only  seven  or 
eight  feet  from  the  witnesses,  with  his  face 
straight  towards  th  em ;  and,  before  this  time, 
neither  of  the  witnesses  had  ever  seen  the 
prisoner.  According  to  Castars,  the  prisoner 
said,  "  I  would  kill  him  myself;*'  Southerland 
represented  him  as  saying,  "  I  would  do  it 
myself.**  The  latter  witness  stated,  that  he 
wrote  down  the  words  presently,  in  French, 
as  he  heard  them  from  the  prisoner,  adding 
afterwards  the  names  and  the  place.  This 
paper  he  produced.  "  What  did  you  do,  upon 
this  ?*'  said  the  Chief  Justice  Scroggs  to 
Castars.  "  I  did  not  know  what  to  do,**  an- 
swered the  witness,  "  being  ignorant  of  the 
laws  of  the  country.  I  thought  it  was  a  great 
matter,  and  perceiving  that  he  was  gone,  I 
caused  a  person  to  attend  him,  who  followed 
him  to  his  father*s  shop,  and  the  next  day  I 
2Q)prehended  him.** 
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Pris.     "  I  said  I  would  kill  myself.*' 
L*  C.  Just.     "  Would  you  kill  yourself,  be- 
cause you  said  the  King  was  a  heretic  ?    You 
acknowledge    yourself  to  be  a   Roman   Ca- 
tholic ?" 

Pris.  "  And  iii  that  faith  I  intend  to  die." 
Att.  Gen.  "  Then  the  prisoner  doth  not 
deny,  that  he  said,  the  King  of  England  was  a 
great  heretic  ;  and  can  we  imagine  him  to  be 
in  such  a  passion,  that  he  would  kill  him- 
self?" [Note  A.] 

« 

The  third  witness.  Garret,  was  called  to  give  P.  1 504. 
an  account  of  what  Castars  had  said  to  him, 
respecting  the  transaction  in.  the  tavern.  This 
was  brought  forward  as  a  confirmation  of  the 
evidence  of  the  former  witness.  Garret  stated, 
that  Castars  came  to  him  in  a  great  passion, 
(but  when,  or  where,  does  not  appear,)  saying, 
« Stayley  had  declared  he  would  kill  the  King 
himself,*  adding  at  the  same  time  with  ve- 
hemence, '  that  he  could  not  suffer  it,  that  he 
would  run  upon  him,  that  he  could  not  be 
quiet.'  —  Here  the  case  on  the  part  of  the  pro- 
secution closed. 

"  Now,  what  can  you  say  to  this  ?"  said  the 
Chief  Justice  Scroggs  to  the  prisoner. 

The  prisoner,  first,  gave  an  account  of  what 
passed  on  the  day  of  his  apprehension,  which 
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was  the  next  day  after  the  supposed  treason 
able  language.  He  stated,  that  the  witness 
Southerland  came  to  him,  as  he  was  in  his 
shop,  and  enquired  for  some  article  of  sale,  for 
which  he  referred  him  to  other  persons ;  that 
Southerland  then  went  away,  but  returned  in 
a  quarter  of  an  hour,  informing  him,  that  an 
honorable  person  wished  to  speak  with  him. 
This  honorable  person  was  Castars.  « I  went 
over  to  this  person,'  continued  the  prisoner. 
"  This  gentleman  (Southerland)  made  a  great 
many  ceremonies  to  me,  and  read  some 
paper.  Castars  told  me,  *  You  see  what  the 
gentleman  reads.  I  would  advise  you  to 
look  to  it.'  Then,  as  he  took  me  aside  by 
the  window,  I  said,  *  I  do  not  understand 
you  —  I  am  innocent  —  you  must  not  put  any 
bubble  upon  me.'  Upon  this,  the  Captain 
(Castars)  ran  out  in  a  fury,  fetched  a  consta- 
ble, and  carried  me  to  the  Gate  House." 

The  prisoner  then  proceeded  to  give  an 
account  of  what  passed  the  day  before,  when 
he  was  supposed  to  have  uttered  the  treason- 
able  language.  "  As  I  was  in  my  shop,  said 
the  prisoner,  on  the  day  before,  intending  that 
very  day  to  go  with  a  friend  into  the  country, 
and  prepared  to  do  so,  Fromante,  an  old  man, 
a  friend  of  mine,  came  to  me,  sayinjg,  <  The 
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constable  tyrants  to  have  somethiog ;  I  know 
not  what  it  is  ;  come  and  assist  me/  I  went 
to  the  place,  and  the  constable  told  me,  I  was. 
to  appear  by  ten  o'clock.  Fromante  then  went 
out.  Owing  him  some  money,  I  went  and 
paid  him.  I .  came  back,  and  sat  down  by 
the  window  out  of  sight,  the  old  man  sitting 
on  my  right  hand ;  we  sat  and  discoursed,  as 
innocently,  as  I  thought,  (and  before  God,)  as 
I  ever  spoke  in  my  life." 

L.  C.  Just.     "  What  discourse  had  you  ?" 

Pris.  "  Our  chief  discourse  was  about  the 
materials  of  our  business,  and  it  was  about  the 
King  of  France's  usurpation  over  his  subjects, 
and  the  happiness  of  our  little  people,  the 
commonalty  of  England.  That  was,  indeed, 
usually  our  discourse,  when  we  met  together." 

L.  C.  Just  "  Did  you  say,  you  would  kill 
the  King  of  France,  and  that  he  was  a  great 
heretic  ?  .  Do  you  believe,  that  the  King  of 
France  is  an  heretic  ?" 

Pris.  "  I  know  not  what  his  opinions  are ; 
that  is  to  his  own  conscience." 

L.  C.  Just     "  Did   you   name  the  word, . 
heretic  .^" 

Pris.  ^  Not  to  my  knowledge, — ^not  of  the 
King  of  England.  We  might  have  discoursed 
of  the  happiness  and  of  the  difference  of  their 

VOL.  I.  z 
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governmefnts.  I  have  been  thought  a  person 
of  some  intelligence,  and  of  some  understand- 
ing in  the  world,  and  not  to  expose  myself  to 
speak  these  blasphemous  words,  in  a  public 
large  room,  the  door  being  open,  with  so  high 
a  voice  that  these  gentlemen  in  the  next  room 
should  hear  me,  in  French,  and  in  a  street 
where  almost  all  are  Frenchmen.  The  words 
I  abhor.  I  have  been  always  a  great  admirer 
of  my  prince.** 

p.  1506.  A  witness  was  then  called,  on  behalf  of  the 
prisoner,  to  bear  testimony  to  his  loyalty.  He 
mentioned  several  occasions,  on  which  the 
prisoner  had  expressed  himself  in  terms  of  the 
warmest  loyalty  towards  the  King.  "That 
was,'*  retorted  the  Chief  Justice,  "  when  he 
spoke  to  a  Protestant.** 

P.  1509.  The  Chief  Justice  Scroggs  summed  up  the 
case  to  the  jury.  [Note  B.] 

In  the  first  place,  he  stated,  or  rather  mis- 
stated, the  law.  He  laid  it  down,  "  that  the 
legislature  had  thought  it  right  to  make  mere 
words,  without  any  thing  besides;  to  amount 
to  treason;  that  is,  said  he,  such  words,  as 
expressed  what,  if  done,  would  be  treason  :'* 
whereas,  in  truth,  the  statute  made  only  such 
malicious  and  advised  speaking  treasonable,  as 
expressed  the   compassing  imagination,   and 

17 
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intention  of  the  speaker  to  kill  or  destroy 
the  King.  The  questions,  to  be  determined 
by  the  jury,  would  properly  have  been,  first, 
whether  the  prisoner,  at  the  time  of  speak- 
ing the  words  imputed  to  him,  compassed, 
imagined,  or  intended  the  death  or  destruction 
of  the  King,  &c. ;  secondly,  whether  he  spoke 
the  words  maliciously  and  advisedly,  that  is, 
deliberately  and  from  the  working  of  such  guilty 
imagination  and  design.  But  the  Chief  Justice 
kept  out  of  view  the  first  and  most  important 
of  these  questions,  as  to  the  intention  of  the 
prisoner ;  and  left,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
jury,  this  single  point,  whether  the  prisoner 
spoke  the  words  advisedly  and  maliciously. 

He  then  shortly  recapitulated  the  principal 
&cts ;  observing,  that  there  was  nothing  doubt- 
ful in  the  circumstances,  or  in  the  substance 
of  the  case,  and  that  there  never  had  been  a 
plainer  proof.  He  protested  against  all  com- 
pliance with  the  rumours  and  disorders  of  the 
times,  and  declared,  that  when  a  man's  life  is 
in  danger,  the  verdict  should  depend  iipon 
witnesses,  who  swear  the  fact  downright  upon 
him.  In  the  next  sentence,  he  addressed  the 
jury  in  these  words :  *  You,,  and  we  all,  are 
sensible  of  the  great  difficulties  and  hazards, 
which  are  now  both  against  the  King's  person, 

z  g 
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and  against  all  Protestants,  and  against  our 
religion  also,  which  will  hardly  maintain  itseH^ 
when  they  have  destroyed  the  men.  But  let 
^them  know,  that  many  thousands  will  lose 
their  religion  with  their  lives ;  for  we  will  not 
be  Papists ;  let  the  Jesuits,  (who  are  the  found- 
ation of  all  this  mischief))  press  what  they  wiUf 
in  making  proselytes,  by  telling  them,  <<  do 
what  wickedness  you  will^  it  is  no  sin,  but 
we  can  save  you,  and  if  you  omit  what  we 
command,  we  can  damn  you/****  Excuse 
me,  if  I  am  a  little  warm,  when  perils  are  sq 
manyj(  and  their  murders  so  secret,  that  we 
cannot  discover  the  murderer  of  that  gentle- 
man, whom  we  all  know  so  well,,  (alluding 
to  the  death  of  Sir  Edmondbury  Godfrey) ; 
things  are  transacted  so  closely,  our  King  is 
in  such  great  danger,  and  religion  is  at  stake. 
It  is  better  to  be  warm  here,  than  in  ^  Smith- 
field.  ***  When  a  Papist  once  Jiath  made  a 
man  a  heretic,  there  is  no  scruple  to .  murder 
him.  Whoever  are  not  of  their  persuasion, 
are  heretics ;  and  whoever  are  heretics^  may 
be  murdered,  (if  the  Pope  comm^flds  it,)  for 
which  they  may  become  saints  in  heaven ;  this 
is  what  they  have  practised.  •*•  Therefore  dis- 
charge your  consciences,  as  you  ought  to  do : 
if  guilty,  let  him  take  the  reward  of  his  crime  ; 
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and  you  shall  do  well  to  begin  with  this  man 
for  perchance  it  may  be  a  terror  to  the  rest/ 

These  last  words  were  a  death-warrant  to 
the  prisoner.     The  jury  immediately  returned 
a  verdict  of  guilty.     «  Now,'*   said  Scroggs, 
"  you  may  die  a  Roman  Catholic ;  and  when 
you  come  to  die,  I  doubt  you  will  be  found  a 
priest  too.**  No  time  was  lost  in  dragging  the 
wretched  man  to  execution.     The  arraign- 
ment had  taken  place  within  a  week  after  the 
alleged  offence  :  the  trial  was  on  the  day  after 
the  arraignment ;    and  the  execution  within 
five  days  after  the  trial. 

In  reviewing  this  trial,  the  evidence  of  the  Remarki. 
last  witness,  which  was  intended  only  as  a  sort 
of  confirmation  of  Castars,  must  belaid  entirely 
out  of  the  case.     Such  evidence,  though  (rflen 
resorted  to  in  the  earlier  State  Trials,  wilt,  on  a 
little  reflection,  be  found  utterly  inadmissible. 
When  the  question  is,  whether  the  prisoner 
uttered  certain  expressions,  or  did  a  certain 
act,  as  a  witness  has  stated  upon  oath  at  the 
trial,  it  cannot  surely  be  considered  any  coir- 
firmation  of  that  witness,  to  prove,  that  he  has 
made  the  same  statement,  without  oath,  upon 
some  former  occasion.     This,    at  the  best, 
only  shows,  that  he  has  been  consistent^  and 
not  vaiied  in  his  narrative  j    which  may  fire- 
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quently  be  remarked  of  the  most  suspicious  as 
well  as  of  the  most  honest  witness.    That  alone 
deserves  the  name  of  confirmation,^  which  re- 
sults from  the  proof  of  such  independent  iacts> 
as  are  not  within  the  power  or  control  of  the 
witness,  who  is  to  be  confirmed.     Any  thing 
which  may  have  been  concerted  or  prepared 
by  that  witness  himself,   for  the  purpose  of 
apparent  confirmation,  cannot  be  entitled  to  the 
least  weight,  and  rather  serves  to  raise  distrust 
than  confidence.  Of  this  kind  was  the  evidence 
in  question.     Nor  was  there  any  thing  in  the 
nature  or  circumstances  of  the  proposed  evi- 
dence, to  recommend  it     On  the  contrary, 
there  appears  to  be  something  in  the  account 
extremely  suspicious ;   when  it  is  remembered, 
that  the  man,  who  professed  so  much  loyalty 
and  zeal,  as  scarcely  to  be  able  to  restrain  him- 
self from  offering  personal  violence  to  a  traitor, 
(for  so  Castars  represented  the  prisoner,)  yet 
had  such  complete  self-command,  that  he  did 
absolutely  nothing,    and  for  one  whole  day 
gave  that  traitor  an  opportunity  of  making  his 
escape.     Such  evidence,  far  from  confirming, 
will  excite  only  suspicion. 
.  The  case  must,  therefore,  be  considered,  as 
resting  on  the  evidence  of  the  two  first  wit- 
nesses ;  and  their  account  is  of  a  very  singular 
description*   It  is  strange,  that  these  supposed 
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traitors,  Stayley  and  Fromante,  should  talk 
treason  in  a  public  room  of  a  tavern,  so  loud 
as  to  be  distinctly  overheard  by  two  witnesses, 
and  so  close  to  them,  that  they  were  sure  to 
be  taken  Jlagrante  delicto.  It  is  singular, 
that  tlie  prisoner  should  do  this,  in  open  day- 
light, perfectly  sober,  in  the  presence  ot* 
strangers,  standing  opposite,  and  in  public 
view:  that  he  should  do  it  too,  at  a  time,  when 
th^  minds  of  men  were  alarmed  and  agitated 
by  the  bursting  of  the  Popish  Plot,  when  in* 
formers  and  spies  might  be  expected  in  every 
street.  Then  again,  the  language,  imputed,  to 
the  prisoner,  was  so  violent,  such  downright 
treas(Hi,  he  could  not  hope  to  escape  immew 
diate  apprehension.  <<  Ipse  capi  voluit.  Quid 
apertim  V* 

In  a  case  so  full  of  improbability,,  we 
naturally  look  to  surrounding  circumstances, 
for  explanation  and  information.  And  this 
is  more  especially  necessary,  in,  a  case^ 
where  the  charge  against  the  prisoner  rises 
out  of  a  conversation,  — -  which  is  always  liable 
to  be  mistaken,  misunderstood,  or  misreported. 
What  then  is  the  context  ?  Let  us  compare 
the  part  of  the  conversation,  supposed  to  be 
treasonable,  with  that  which  precedes,  and 
with  that  which  follows.   Unibrtunately,  there 

z  4 


344  THE   TRIAL   OF 
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is  no  context  at  all.  This  is  one  of  the  most 
remai^able  circumstances  of  the  case :  the  two 
witnesses  happen  to  make  their  appearance, 
just  at  the  critical  and  lucky  moment,  when  the 
treason  begins,  and  make  their  exit  at  the 
moment  when  the  treason  ends.  They  hear 
just  enough,  to  eke  out  something  of  a  case^ 
but  not  a  word  to  spare.  Never  Was  a  case  so 
meagre,  or  such  a  charge  so  scantily  proved. 
There  is  a  minimum  of  every  thing:  the 
smallest  number  of  witnesses :  the  least  possi- 
ble quantity  of  evidence,  and  the  least  possi- 
ble quantity  of  probability. 

Then,  as  we  have  no  context,  to  clear 
up  the  doubt,  let  us  look  to  the  conduct 
of  the  witnesses,  and  consider,  whether  that 
is  natural  and  probable.  It  has  been  wisely 
said,  by  a  most  able  and  accomplished 
Judge,  to  be  a  good  and  safe  rule  in  weigh: 
ing  the  evidence  of  a  fact,  which  you  cannot 
compare  with  any  other  evidence  of  the 
same  fact,  to  compare  it  with  the  actual 
conduct  of  the  persons  who  describe  it*  To 
tiy  die  witnesses  by  this  test,  their  conduct 

*  Sir  W.  Scott,  in  Evans  ▼.  Evans,  Dr.  Haggard's 
Consistory  Reports,  vol.i.  p.  64.  The  judgment  in  tfaia 
case,  exhibits  one  of  the  finest  specimens  of  judicial  rea- 
soning extant. 
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presents  a  most  striking  contrast  One  of 
them,  we  are  told,  had  the  precaution  to  take 
down  the  words  in  writing,  as  they  were  ut- 
tered :  This  witness  was  all  deliberation  and 
forethought  The  other  was  all  vehemence 
and  passion ;  —  *'  He  could  not  bear  such 
words  against  the  King ;"  — *'  he  would  run 
upon  the  prisoner  j"  —  "  he  could  not  be 
quiet**  "But,"  said  the  Chief  Justice  very 
naturally,  "  What  did  you  rfo,  upon  this  ?** 
And  every  one  present,  not  in  the  secret, 
would  naturally  expect  to  hear  the  witness 
answer,  that  he  instantly  took  him  into  cus- 
tody as  a  traitor.  No  such  thing :  quite  the 
contrary.  These  two  witnesses,  the  one  so 
warm,  and  the  other  so  cold,  siaid  nothing,  did 
nothing,  and  allowed  the  prisoner  to  return 
quietly  to  his  house,  without  interruption, 
without  remonstrance,  and  without  a  remark* 
What  could  be'  more  suspicious  tiian-  every 
part  of  their  conduct  ?  ^Southerland's  saying 
not  a  word,  when  he  ought  to  have  made  an 
open  charge,  —  his  taking  down  the  words  in 
writing,  instead  of  taking  the  prisoner  into 
custody,  —  his  putting  up  the  writing  without 
a  syllable,  instead  of  showing  it  openly,  and 
challenging  the  prisoner  to  deny  its  truth, — 
the  absence  of  all  proof  confirmatory  of  what 
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he  stated,  as  to  his  writing  the  paper  at  the 
time,  (in  which  he  might  have  been  confirmed, 
if  the  fact  were  so),  together  with  the  &ct, 
that  ndther  of  the  witnesses  took  any  notice 
of  the  business  until  the  following  day ;«— these 
are  circumstances,  sufficient  to  raise  the 
strongest  suspicion,  that  the  written  paper  was 
a  fabrication,  and  designed  for  some  dishonest 
purpose. 

The  account  given  by  the  prisoner,  as  to 
what  passed  on  the  following  day,  was  not 
denied  or  contradicted,  in  any  particular,  by 
the  witnesses  for  the  prosecution.  It  has,  be- 
sides, in  its  favor,  this  internal  evidence,  that 
it  carries  with  it  the  air  of  reality,  and  is  not  of 
a  nature  likely  to  be  invented.  This  account, 
if  believed,  is  decisive  of  the  dishonesty  of  the 
transaction,  and  of  the  infamy  of  the  witnesses. 
For  if  it  is  true,  that  Southerland,  when  he 
called  upon  Stayley  on  pretence  of  purchasing 
some  article^  said  not  a  word  as  to  any  tiling 
that  had  passed  on  the  preceding  day,  brought 
forward  no  charge,  made  no  complaint;  —  if  it 
is  true,  that  Southerland  persuaded  Stayley  to 
quit  his  house,  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  over 
the  way  some  honorable  person  (as  he  called 
him),  (not  saying  who  it  was,  or  for  what  pur- 
pose  he  was  to  go^)  and  that  honorable  person 
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turned  out  to  be  Castars  j  —  if  it  is  true,  that, 
at  this  meeting,  when  the  paper  was  produced, 
the  two  witnesses,  acting  in  concert,  attempted 
to  intimidate  the  poor  goldsmith,  and  when  he 
resisted,  declaring  it  was  aU  a  bubble  and  a 
fraud,  that  then  for  the  first  time  they  resorted 
to  a  constable,  —  if  these  facts  are  so,  what 
reasonable  man  can  for  a  moment  hesitate 
in  coming  to  the  conclusion^  that  the  charge 
was   utterly  fdse,  that  the  witnesses  were 
manif^tly  peijuped,  that  their  firi&t  design  was* 
to  extort  money  from  the  priBoner,  andj  fail- 
ing in  this,    that  their  next  object  was,   to 
earn  money  as  informers  in  the  business  of 
the  Popish  Plot.    Saeh  was  the  case,  which^ 
the  Chief  Justice,  in  passii^  judgment,  pro- 
nounced **to  be  proved  by  most  apparent 
evidence,    and  made  plain  by  the  matter^ 
and  manner,  and  all  other  circumstianGes/ ^ 
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NOTES. 


Note  A.  p;  335. 

(^ASTAlts  and  Southerlahd.  were  men  of  vile  eharactep* 
The  former  is  said  to  have  falsified  the  date  of  a 
warrant.  Bishop  Burnet  gives  the  following  ac- 
count of  them  in  his  History,  vol.  ii.  p.  3S.  '^  When 
I  heard,  who  the  witnesses  were,  I  thought  I  was 
bound  to  do  what  I  could,  to  stop  it  I  sent  both 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  to  the  Attorney- 
General,  to  let  them  know  what  profligate  wretches 
these  witnesses  were.  Jones,  the  Attorney-General, 
took  it  ill  of  me,  that  I  should  disparage  the  King's 
evidence :  the  thing  grew  public,  and  raised  great 
clamor  against  me;  it  was  said,  I  was  taking  this 
method  to  get  into  favor  at  Court  I  had  likewise 
observed  to  several  persons  of  weight,  how  many  in- 
credible things  there  were  in  the  evidence,  that  was 
given ;  I  wished  they  would  make  use  of  the  heat,  the 
nation  was  in,  to  secure  us  effectually  from  Popery ; 
we  saw  certain  evidence  to  carry  us  so  &r  as  to  graft 
that  upon  it;  but  I  wished  they  would  not  ruii  too* 
hastify,  to  the  taking  men's  lives  away  upon  such  testi- 
monies. Lord  Hollis  had  more  temper,  ilian  I  ex- 
pected from  a  man  of  his  heat.    Lord  Halifax  was  ^t 
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the  same  mind ;  but  the  Earl  of  Shaftsbury  could  not 
bear  the  discourse :  he  said,  we  must  support  the  evi- 
dence, and  that  all  those  who  undermined  the  credit 
of  the  witnesses,  were  to  be  looked  on  as  public 
enemies.  This  Castars  died  soon  after  the  trial  in 
great  horror,  and  ordered  himself  to  be  cast  into 
some  ditch,  saying,  he  was  no  better  than  a  dog." 


Note  B.  p.  340. 

Bishop  Burnet  has  drawn  the  character  of  Sir  Wil- 
liam Scroggs.  *^  He  was  a  man  more  valued  for  a 
good  readiness  in  speaking  well,  than  either  for  learn- 
ing m  his  profession,  or  for  any  moral  Virtue.  His 
life  had  been  indecently  scandalous,  and  his  fortunes 
were  very  low.  He  was  raised  by  tlie  Earl  of 
Danby's  favor,  first,  to  be  a  Judge,  and  then  to  be  the 
Chief  Justice.  And  it  was  a  melancholy  thing,  to  see  so 
bad,  so  ignorant,  and  so  poor  a  man  raised  to  that  great 
post." — History,  vol.  ii.  p.  56. 

In  the  early  trials  for  the  Popish  Plot,  Scroggs 
went  with  the  tide  of  popular  opinion,  and  pressed 
hard  against  the  prisoners.  In  Langhome's  case, 
he  declared,  that  the  Plot  had  been  proved  as 
clear  as  the  day,  by  Oates ;  and  that  Oates  had 
been  confirmed  by  evidence,  which  could  never  be 
answered.  About  a  month  afterwards,  in  Sir  George 
Wakeman's  case,  (which  was  looked  upon  as  the  trial 
of  the  Queen,  —  for  Sir  George  Wakeman  was  the 
Queen's  physician,)  he  tacked,  and  took  an  opposite 
course,  summing  up  strongly  in  &vor  of  the  accused ; 
and  in  Lord  Castlemaine's  case,  he  pointed  out  many 
improbabilities  in  the  narrative  of  the  witnesses.     For 
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this  conduct  the  Chief  Justice  was  attacked  by  the 
Country-partj  in  Parliament;  and  one  of  the  articles,  in 
the  impeachment  against  him,  was  his  harsh  treatment 
of  the  witnesses  in  some  other  prosecutions  for  the 
Plot.  On  this  charge,  the  Chief  Justice  may  be  ac-^ 
quitted.  If  such  witnesses,  as  Oates,  Jennison,  Bedloe, 
Dangeriield,  and  Dugdale,  had  been  exposed  in  a 
much  earlier  stage  of  the  proceeduigs,  justice  would 
have  been  done ,  and  much  innocent  blood  had  been 
saved. 
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In  the  opening  of  the  last  trial,  a  short  ac- 
count has  been  given,  of  the  universal  panic 
into  which  the  country  was  thrown  by  the 
cry  of  a  Popish  Plot,  and  of  the  principal  oc- 
currences in  Parliament  connected  with  that 
extraordinarv  business. 

The  trials  of  the  pretended  criminals  pro- 
ceeded with  great  dispatch.  Coleman,  the 
most  obnoxious  of  the  conspirators,  was  first 
brought  to  trial.  His  letters  were  pro- 
duced against  him.  They  contained,  as  he 
himself  confessed,  much  indiscretion ;  but, 
unless  so  far  as  it  is  illegal  to  be  a  zealous 
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Catholic,  they  seemed  to  prove  nothing  cri- 
minal, much  less  treasonable,  against  him. 
Oates  and  Bedloe  were  the  chief  witnesses 
against  him.  He  received  sentence  of  death, 
which  was  soon  afterwards  executed.  He 
suffered  with  calmness  and  constancy ;  and 
to  the  last,  persisted  in  protestations  of  his  in- 
nocence. 

Coleman's  execution  was  succeeded  by  the 
trial  of  Father  Ireland,  who,  it  is  pretended, 
had  signed,  together  with  fifty  Jesuits,  the 
great  resolution  of  murdering  the  King. 
Grove  and  Pickering,  who .  had  undertaken 
to  shoot  him,  were  tried  at  the  same  time. 
The  only  witnesses  against  the  prisoners  were 
still  Oates  and  Bedloe.  Ireland  affirmed, 
that  he  was  in  Staffordshire  all  the  month 
of  August,  a  time  when  Oates's  evidence 
represented  him  in  London.  He  brought  for- 
ward some  proof  to  this  effect,  and  could  have 
obtained  still  further  evidence,  had  he  not 
been  debarred  most  iniquitously,  while  in 
prison,  from  all  use  of  pen,  ink,  and  paper, 
and  denied  the  liberty  of  sending  for  wit- 
nesses. All  these  men,  before  their  arraign- 
ment, were  condemned  in  the  opinion  of  the 
jury,  judges,    and  spectators;  and  to  be  a 
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Jesuit,  or  even  a  Catholic,  was  of  itself  a  suf- 
ficient proof  of  guilt  The  Chief  Justice, 
Scroggs,  in  particular,  gave  sanction  to  all 
the  narrow  prejudices  and  bigotted  fiiry  of 
the  populace.  He  pleaded  the  cause  against 
them,  browbeat  their  witnesses,  and  on  every 
occasion  represented  their  guilt  as  certain 
arid  incontrovertible.  -  He  even  went  so  far, 
as  to  affirm,  that  the  Papists  had  not  the  same 
principles  which  Protestants  have,  and,  there- 
fore, were  not  entitled  to  that  credence,  which 
die  principles  and  practices  of  the  latter  call 
for.  And  when  the  Jury  brought  in  their 
verdict  against  the  prisoners,  he  said,  "  You 
have  done,  gentlemen,  like  very  good  sub- 
jects, and  very  good  Christians,  that  is  to 
say,  like  very  good  Protestants;  and  now  much 
good  may  their  30,000  masses  do  them."  AH 
these  unhappy  men  went  to  execution,  pro- 
testing their  innocence,  a  circumstance  which 
made  no  impression  on  the  spectators.  The 
opinioi),  that  the  Jesuits  allowed  of  lies 
and  mental  reservations,  for  promoting  a 
good  cause,  was  at  this  time  so  universally  re- 
ceived, that  no  credit  was  given  to  testimony, 
delivered  either  by  that  order  or  by  any  of 
their  disciples.     It  was  forgotten,  that  all  the 
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coDBptrators,  engaged  in  the  gimpawder  trea- 
son, and  Garnet,  tlie  Jesuit,  among  the  rest, 
had  freely  on  the  scaffold  made  confession 
of  their  guilt.  The  blood,  already  shed  on 
aGCOftint  of  the  Pbpish  Plot,  instead  of  satiat^- 
ing  the  people,,  serx^ed  only  as  an  incentive  to 
their  fury ;  and  each  conviction  of  a  criminal 
Ajraa  regarded  as  a  new  proof  <rf  those  horrible 
designs  imputed  to  the  Papists. 

Two  successive  Parliaments  had  by  solemn 
nesolutions  recorded  their  deliberate  opinions 
of  the*  reality  of  the  Popish  Plot,  and  denounc- 
ed those  who  were  so  rash  as  to  q4aestion  its 
existence.     A  t^ird  Parliament,   which  met 
in  the  Auturai>  of  1680,  adopted  the  same 
feith ;  and  the  Commons  proved  themselves 
i9uQfc  unwortiby  of  their  predecessors^  by  ex- 
pelling a  member^  Sir  Robart  Cann^  ^  dis^ 
cre4i1ji^  the  plot    Their  vehemeint  pi^osecu^ 
tion  of  the  Popish  Plot„  after  so-  long  an.  inter- 
val,, discovers  such  a  spirit,  eithei;  of  eredulity 
or  injustice,  a&  admits  of  no  apology.    The  im- 
peacbmeKit  oi?  theCatiiolic  Lords  in  the  Towep 
was.  revived.;  and  as  Locd.  Stefibrd^  from^  his 
ag^    infirmities,    and  naiTow  capacity^    was 
deemed  the  least  capable  of  defending  him- 
self, it  was  determined  to  make  him  the  first 
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viclinfi,  that  his  condemnation  might  pave  tbfe 
way  for  a  sentence  against  the  rest* 

The  first  stej),  in  the  proceedings  against 
the  Lord  Viscount  Staflbrd,  which  it  is  ne- 
cessary to  mention,  occurfed  on  the  25th  of 
October,  I678.  On  that  day,  Lord  Stafford  P.  1218- 
informed  the  House  of  Peers,  that  halving 
heard  of  a  warrant,  issued  far  his  apprehen* 
sion  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England,^ 
he  thought  it  right  to  liubmit  himself  to  their 
judgment.  The  Lord  Chief  Justice,  Sctog^, 
being  present,  stated,  that  he  had  been  r6» 
qtrired  by  the  House  of  C(^mohs  to  isdue 
his  warrants*  against  the  E^l  of  Powis,  Lord 
Viscount  Stafford,  Lord  Arundel  of  Wardour, 
Lord  Petre,  and  Lord  Belksis,  on  charged  of 
high  treason ;  and  that,  in  consequence,  lie  had 
issued  his  warrants  for  their  apprehension,  hav- 
ing first  taken  the  examination  of  Titus  Oates^ 
This  examination  was  then  read,  from  which 
it  appeared,  that  Lord  St-afford  was  charged  ' 
by  Oat^s  with  being  engaged  in  a  treasonablie 
conspiracy  against  tlie  King.  Lord  Stafibrd 
denied  the  charge,  and  surrendered  himself 


*  The  account  above  given,  of  the  prosecutions  for  the 
Popish  Plot,  is  extracted  chiefly  from  Hume's  History  of 
Cha.  II.,  ch.  68,  69. 
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P.  1SS5.     to  the  warrant     In  a  few  days  the  Commons 

informed  the  House  of  Lords,  that  they  had 

resolved  to  impeach  the  five  Peers  above*- 

namedy  of  treason  and  other  high  crimes  and 

misdemeanors,  and  would,  in  convenient  time, 

exhibit  their  articles  of  impeachment  against 
them. 

P.  isfls.  The  Parliament,  in  which  this  proceeding 
commenced,  being .  shortly  afterwards  dis- 
solved, and  a  new  Parliament  assembled^  the 
House  of  Lords  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
Privileges  to  enquire  into  the  state  of  the  im- 
peachments, which  had  been  brought  up  from 
the  House  of  Commons;  and  to  consider, 
whether  the  dissolution  of  the  last  Parliament 
had  the  effect  of  abating  the  impeachments. 
The  Committee  reported  their  opinion,  that 
all  cases  of  appeals  and  writs  of  error  con- 
tinued, and  were  to  be  proceeded  on,  in  statu 
quo,  as  they  stood  at  the  time  of  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Parliament,  and  that  the  state  of 
the  impeachments  was  not  altered  by  the  dis- 
solution. The  House  of  Lords  agreed  with 
the  Committee  in  this  opinion.* 

Articles  of  impeachment  were  brought  up 


*  See  Hatecirs  Free,  vol.ii.  p.Sl7. 
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by  Lord  Russell  and  other  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  presented  against 
the  five  Peers,  on  the  Tth  of  April,  1680, 
which  was  nearly  two  years  after  their  com- 
mitment to  the  Tower.  [Note  A.]  These  ^-  ^^s*. 
articles  stated,  in  substance : — That  for  many 
years  a  traitorous  conspiracy  and  plot  had  been 
contrived  and  carried  on,  by  Papists,  to  alter 
and  subvert  the  laws  and  government  of  this 
kingdom,  and  to  suppress  the  true  religion 
therein  established:  That  William  Viscount 
Stafford,  with  many  other  persons,  (who  were 
named,)  had  within  the  time  aforesaid  traitori 
ously  consulted  and  acted  for  the  accomplish- 
ment of  the  said  traitorous  designs,  and  for  that 
end  had  conspired  and  resolved  to  imprison^  de- 
pose, and  murder  the  King,  and  deprive  hitn 
of  his  royal  state  and  dignity,  and  by  malici- 
ous and  advised  speaking  and  writing  had  de- 
clared such  their  purpose  and  intention,  also 
to  seize  and  share  among  themselves  the  es- 
tates of  the  King's  Protestant  subjects  :  That 
the  said  conspirators  had  held  several  meet- 
ings and  consultations,  wherein  it  was  con- 
trived and  designed  among  them,  what  means 
should  be  used,  and  what  persons  and  instru- 
ments employed,  to  murder  the  King,  and 
did  resolve  to  effect  this  by  poisoning,  shoot- 
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ing,  stabbing,  or  some  such  way»  and  hired 
and  employed  persons  to  murder  him :  That 
the  said  conspirators  had  raised  men,  money, 
and  ammunition  therewith  to  levy  war  and 
rebellion^   and  to  ipvade  the  kingdom  with 
forpigu  forces :  That  wben  Sir  Edmondbury 
Godfrey,  a  justice  of  peace,  had  taken  several 
examinations  concerning  the  said  plot,  they 
procured  persons  to  lie  in  wait  for  him  and 
mitrder  him,  and  did  murder  him,  in  order 
to  suppress  the  evidence  wliich  he  had  taken, 
^ud  to  deter  magistrates  from  actipg  in  the 
discovery  of  the  said  conspiracy, 
P.  1297.         Of  the  five  Peers,  who  bad  been  impeach- 
f^d.  Lord  Stafford  alone  was  brought  to  trial* 
His  trial  commenced  on  the  SOth  of  Novem- 
ber, 1680.      When  the  noble  prisoner  was 
brought  to  the  bar,  the  Lord  High  Steward 
(the  Earl  of  Nottingham)  stated  the  nature  of 
the  charge,  and  then  addressed  him  in  the 
following  words :     "  In    this   so  gr^at  and 
weighty  cause,  you  are  to  be  judged  by  the 
whole  body  of  the  House  of  Peers,  the  high- 
^%  and  noblest  Court  in  this,  or  perhaps  in 
any  other  part  of  the  Christian  world.     Here 
ypvi  oiay  be  sure,  no  false  weights  or  measures 
fiver  will  be  found  :  here  the  balance  will  be 
exactly  kept,  and  all  the  grains  of  allowance, 
which  your  case  will  bear,  will  certainly  be 
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put  into  the  sc&tes.  But  aB  it  is  impossible 
for  this  Court  to  cdHdemn  the  innocent,  so  it 
is  equally  impossible  that  they  should  clear  the 
guilty.  If,  therefore,  you  have  been  ^itated 
by  a  restless  zeal»  to  promote  ^at  which  you 
call  the  Catholic  cause,  if  this  zeal  have  en- 
gaged  you  in  such  deep  and  black  designs  as 
those  you  are  charged  with,  and  this  chaige 
be  fully  proved,  theii  you  must  expect  to 
reajp  what  you  have  town;  for  every  work 
must,  and  oUght  to  receive  the  wages  that 
are  due  to  it  Hear,  therefore,  with  patience 
what  shall  be  said  against  you,  fot  you  shall 
have  full  scope  and  tiikie  to  answer  it:  and 
when  you  come  to  make  your  defence^  you 
shall  have  a  fair  and  equal  hearing^*' 

The  Kitig's  Serjeant,  Maynard,  one  of  the  P.  1298. 
metnbehs  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  man- 
age the  evidence,  opened  the  case  on  the  pati  off 
the  pi'oseeution«*  He  spoke  much  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  trial ;  and  said,  that  kiot  only 
England  kept  its  eyes  on  the  great  proceeding, 
but  the  whole  Christito  world  was  concerned  in 


■  ■••■'     ••    .  - ..  1     .  .      •  . 


*  Serjeant  Maynard  wcu  one  of  the  most  learned  IkW- 
yetft  of  his  day.  He  had  prosecuted  the  cause  agiincft 
the  Earl  of  Stafford  forty  years  belbre^'and  was  now 
near  eighty  years  of  dge.     See  Evelyn's  Memoirs,  vol.  i. 
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tte  issue.  The  topic,  on  which  he  laid  the  great- 
est stress,  was,  what  be  called,  the  general  and 
universal  Plot.    It  was  necessary,  he  said,  to 
show  the  existence  of  the  general  Plot,  be- 
cause it  had  been  called  by  some  a  State-plot, 
something  unreal,  a  chimera,  a  mere  imagin- 
ation.    He  spoke  of  its  existence  as  a  fact  as- 
certained beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt: 
That  its  object  was  no  less  than  the  subversion 
of  the  whole  nation,  the  murder  of  the  King, 
the  invasion  of  the  kingdom,  the  levying  of 
war,  the  suppression  of  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion, and  a  general  massacre :  That  this  Plot- 
was  one  and  universal,  that  some  acted  in  its 
support  in  France,  some  in  Spain,  3ome  in 
Ireland,  some  in  Scotland,  some  in  England ; 
that  all  consented,    all  concerted,   all  con- 
curred to  accomplish  the  design  of  the  Plot. 
*^  We  have  a  matter  of  thirty  Jesuits  in  chace, 
(said  the  Seijeant,)  in  this  business."    To  ac- 
complish the  design,. arms  were  to  be  pro- 
vided, men  to  be  raised,  an  army  to  be  formed. 
The  speaker  dwelt  much  also  on  those  com- 
mon topics  of  the  day,  wiiich  were  best  cal- 
culated to  alarm,  confound,  perplex,  and  pre- 
judice; —  the  mysterious  death  of  Sir  Ed- 
mondbury  Godfrey  —  the  gunpowder-treason 
plot— and  the  violent  attempts  of  Papists  in 
other  kingdoms,  and  in  former  times.     He  re- 
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lied  on  the  death  of  Sir  E.  Godfrey^  partly  as  a 
confirmation,  partly  as  the  detection  and  proof 
of  the  Plot  "  When  Oates  first  made  a  dis- 
covery,'* said  Seijeant  Maynard,  **  it  seems  not 
to  have  had  that  weight,  which  we  think  it 
will  now  clearly  have ;  and  had  not  the  murder 
of  Sir  E.  Godfrey  followed  in  the  neck  of  it, 
the  world,  as  it  was  asleep,  would  have  lain 
so ;  but  that  awaked  us.*'  With  the  same 
confidence,  he  relied  on  the  Plot,  as  an  ex- 
planation and  proof  of  the  murder*— Seijeant 
Maynard  was  followed,  in  the  opening  of  the 
case,  by  Sir  Francis  Winnington,  and  Treby. 

The  managers  proposed  to  divide  the  evi- 
dence into  two  distinct  branches  :  the  one,  re- 
lating to  the  general  Plot ;  the  other,  relating 
to  the  part  which  the  prisoner- was  accused  of 
taking  in  the  Plot.  "  Our  evidence,**  said  one 
of  the  managers,  **  will  consist  of  two  parts^ 
general  and  particular :  the  general,  to  show 
the  universal  conspiracy:  the  particular,  to 
show  what  special  part  this  noble  Lord,  the 
prisoner  at  the  bar,  had  in  it.  Should  we 
not  take  this  course  of  evidence,  it  might  be 
a  just  objection  in  my  Lord*s  mouth  to  say^ 
"You  charge  me  with  a  design  of  subverting 
the  kingdom  :  how  is  that  possible  to  be  un- 
dertaken by  me,  and  those  I  have  had  op^ 
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portunity  to  converse  with  ?  a  mighty  part  of 
the  Catholic  world  had  need  to  be  engaged 
for  such  a  purpose/'  If  this  would  be  a  ma- 
terial objection  from  this  noble  Lord,  then 
will  it  be  necessary  for  us  to  obviate  the  ob- 
jection, by  showing,  first,  that  there  was  such 
a  grand  and  universal  design  of  the  Papists, 
in  which  this  Lord  was  to  co-operate  for  his 
distinct  share/'  In  pursuance  of  this  plan, 
the  managers  called  six  witnesses,  (Smith, 
Dugdale,  Praunce,  Oates,  Dennis,  Jennison,) 
to  prove  the  general  conspiracy. 
P.  1310.  The  first  witness.  Smith,  delivered  his  ac- 
count as  to  the  general  nature  of  the  general 
Plot  "  I  remember  very  well,"  said  he, 
<<  when  I  first  went  into  France,  I  became  ac- 
quainted with  Abbot  Montague,  Father  Gas- 
coigne,  and  several  other  Popish  Priests  and 
Jesuits,  who  often  discoursed  with  me,  and 
told  me,  if  I  would  make  myself  a  Catholic, 
I  should  have  an  employment  amongst  them 
in  France,  and  afterwards  in  England  ^  for 
they  did  not  doubt,  the  Catholic  religion 
would  come  in  very  soon.  I  asked  the  Abbot 
one  day,  what  reason  he  had  to  believe  it? 
He  told  me,  two  reasons :  first,  they  did  not 
doubt  of  procuring  a  toleration  of  religion,  by 
which  they  should  bring  it  in  without  noise : 
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secondly,  that  the  gentry,  who  went  abroad, 
observed  the  novelty  of  their  own  religion, 
and  the  antiquity  of  theirs,  and  the  advan* 
tages  to  be  had  by  it.  One  Father  Bennet, 
and  others,  told  nie,  the  chief  reason  was, 
that  their  party  was  very  strong,  and  in  a 
few  years  they  would  bring  it  in,  right  or 
wrong.  But  all  this,'*  added  he,  "  would  not 
prevail  upon  me  to  turn  Papist.*'  He  oon^. 
tinned  in  France  several  years;  afterwards 
in  his  way  to  Rome  he  went  to  Provence, 
where  he  was  curious  to  see  a  school,  which 
the  Jesuits  had  there:  the  Jesuits  made 
much  of  him,  and  told  him  what  he  had  been 
told  before,  that  their  religion  would  prevail 
in  England.  The  Cardinal  Grimaldi  also 
made  much  of  him,  and  converted  him  to  the 
Romish  religion.  The  Cardinal  gave  him  the 
same  assurances,  and  told  him,  *<  there  was 
but  one  in  the  way,  and  though  be  was  a 
good-natured  man,  yet  they  could  not  so  &x 
prevail  upon  him,  but  that  to  accomplish 
their  designs  they  must  take  him  out  of  the 
way.**  From  Provence,  he  travelled  to  Rome, 
where  he  lived  five  years  in  the  Jesuits'  CoU 
lege,  "  And  here,**  said  the  witness,  "  I 
have  often  beard  it  disputed  in  their  own  col-* 
lege,  both  preached  and  privately  exhorted, 
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that  the  King  of  England  was  a  heretic,  that 
there  was  no  king  really  reigning,  and  who- 
ever would  take  him  out  of  the  way,  would  do 
a  meritorious  action/'  He  named  some  per- 
sons, who  had  preached  this  doctrine  at  the 
college :  namely,  Dr.  Anderton,  Father  Cam- 
pion, and  Father  Southwell.  "  Before  we 
came  away,'*  continued  the  witness,  "  (for  we 
were  five  or  six  of  us  together,)  for  a  whole 
month  these  fathers  were  exhorting  us,  that  we 
were  not  obliged  to  obey  the  King  of  England, 
and  that  in  all  private  confessions  we  were  to  in- 
struct all  persons,  whom  we  thought  capable  of 
any  design,  that  they  should  use  all  their  en- 
deavourd  to  promote  the  Popish  rehgion.*' 

Then  follows  the  account  of  his  coming 
over  to  England  ;  his  being  employed  to 
say  mass  for  some  months  in  the  chapel 
of  the  Portuguese  Ambassador ;  his  being 
sent  to  the  north  of  England,  to  the  house 
of  one  Jennison ;  **  where,"  said  the  wit- 
ness, "  knowing  the  principles  of  these  peo- 
ple, (the  Jesuits  and  Friars,)  I  made  it  my 
business  to  rout  them  away,  especially  all  of 
Jennison's  house/'  For  this,  he  said,  he  was 
smartly  reprimanded,  by  some  person,  a  friend 
of  the  Jesuits,  who  told  him,  that  the  Jesuits 
would  endeavour  wh^t  they  could,  to  bring  in 
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the  Popish  religion,  and  taxed  him  sharply  for 
appearing  against  it  <^  I  told  him/'  said  the 
witness,  "  how  the  Jesuits  perverted  the  Duke 
of  York,  and  that  by  these  means  they  would 
be  the  chief  men  in  England."  He  then 
gave  an  account  of  some  letters  written  by 
Coleman,  which  he  had  read  in  the  Jesuits'  Col- 
lege at  Rome.  **  In  Rome  I  saw  Coleman's 
letters,  and  read  them  once  a  month  as  I  be- 
lieve." They  gave  a  flattering  account  of  the 
progress  of  the  Jesuits  at  court  "  Among 
other  particulars,  it  was  said,  the  Duke,  the 
Queen,  and  the  chief  of  the  nobility  were  on 
their  side,  and  that  the  Ldrd  Treasurer  Danby 
was  expected  soon  to  join  them/'  Then  he 
mentioned  an  interview  with  the  Abbot  Mon- 
tague, whom  he  saw  again  in  France,  on  his 
journey  back  to  England.  The  Abbot  con- 
gratulated  him  on  being  a  Priest  —  "  Well," 
said  the  witness,  *^  but  what  am  I  the  better  ? 
Where  is  the  employment  you  promised  me, 
when  I  should  come  into  England?"  The 
Abbot  assured  him,  he  should  have  it  soon, 
and  was  glad  he  had  not  made  himself  a  Jesuit 
He  gave  an  account  of  gathering  of  money  in 
the  north,  in  which  he  was  ordered  to  take  an 
active  part.  **  But,"  said  the  witness,  <<  I  was 
against  it ;  I  told  them,  I  would  do  nothing 
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in  it ;  I  thought  it  was  iUegal  to  send  infone^ 
beyond  the  sea.  They  told  me,  it  was  charity^ 
only  to  repair  the  college  at  Dooay ;  I  toid 
them,  it  was  strange  there  should  be  so  much 
money  raised  only  to  repair  one  college,  which 
would  serve  three  or  four  colleges.  As  to 
this  raising  of  money,  **  he  added,  "  I  com* 
ceive  it  may  be  inferred,  it  was  fcr  some  other 
private  business  i  and,  I  believe,,  was  for  car- 
rying on  the  design/'  At  the  conclusion  of 
his  evidence^  he  stated  what  a  third  person 
had  informed  him  as  to  the  contents  of  a 
letter,  which  that  third  person  represented 
himself  to  have  received  some  time  before' 
from  Lord  Stafford. 

"  My  Lords,**  observed  the  manager,  "  I 
perceive,  the  witness  in  the  beginning  of  his 
testimony,  speaking  of  the  discourse  he  had  at 
Rome,  said  *  they  told  him  there  was  one  in 
the  way  ;*  I  presume  it  is  very  easy  to  conjec- 
ture who  that  one  was.**  "  It  was  surely  the 
King,**  said  the  Lord  High  Steward.  "  But 
we  would  rather  have  it  explained  by  himself,** 
replied  the  manager.  "Father  Anderton,** 
answered  the  witness,  *«  and  Father  Southwell 
told  me,  the  King  was  a  good  man,  but  was 
not  for  their  turn^  and  he  was  the  only  man 
that  stood  in  their  way.'*     *«  Did  they  name 
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the  King?**  "  Yes,**  replied  the  witness^  "  it  wm 
the  common  discourse  all  over  the  countiy.*' 

The  witness,  on  being  questioned  by  Lord 
Staflbrd^  stated,  that  he  had  been  a  Protestant, 
and  was  a  Protestant  abroad,  till  he  went  to- 
wards Rome  :  that  he  had  been  converted  to 
the  Catholic  faith  about  nine  years  before  the 
trial  'y  and  after  continuing  a  Catholic  seven 
years,  he  becMie  Protestant  agsu^n,  and  had 
been  so  near  upon  two  years* 

It  will  not  escape  th^  reader,  that  the 
witness,  in  fitting  his  statement  to  tl>€r  sugges- 
tions of  the  manager,  flatly  contradicted  him- 
self; for,  in-  the  former  part  of  his  evidence, 
lie  had  put  the  words'  intO'  the  mouth'  of  the 
Cardinal  Grimaldi,  at  Provence-;  but  in  the- 
amended  account^  he  gave  them  ta  the  Fa- 
thers of  the  Jesuits*  College  at  Rome. 

The  second  witness^  was  Dugdale,  who  had  p.  1315. 
been  servant  to  Lord  Aston,  He  said,  that  so 
far  back  as  about  fifteen  or  sixteen*  years  he 
had  known  of  a  design  carried  on  for  bringing 
in  the  Romish  religion.  A  priest  of  the*  name 
of  Evers,  his  ghostly  father,  had  informed 
him,  at  several  times,  that  several  Lords 
and  severp^l  Priests,  in-  several  places  in  Eng- 
land, were  to  carry  on  this  design,  and  to  be 
prepared  with  money  and   arms,  for  such  as 
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wanted  them,  against  the  death  of  the  King : 
that  he  had  seen  several  letters  from  Rome, 
from  Paris,  and  from  St.  Omers,  relating  to 
the  design,  encouraging  Evers,  and  exhorting 
him  to  encourage  the  rest  who  were  engaged : 
that  Evers  had  sent  him  on  messages  in  order 
to  promote  the  introduction  of  the  Romish 
religion,  and  th^it  all  should  be  ready  with 
money  and  arms  against  the  King's  death ; 
though,  as  he  admitted,  he  had  not  heard  any 
thing  till  of  late  respecting  the  killing  of  the 
King.  One  letter,  he  said,  came  to  Evers 
from  Lord  Stafford,  informing  him,  that  all 
went  on  well  beyond  the  sea.  He  remembered 
also  some  other  letters  from  Paris,  suggesting, 
that  nothing  was  so  likely  to  assist  their  cause 
as  the  sudden  death  of  the  King.  One  letter 
in  particular,  he  said,  addressed  by  a  man  of 
the  name  of  Whitbread  to  Evers,  gave  him  a 
caution  as  to  the  persons  to  be  trusted  with 
the  design,  intimating  at  the  same  time,  that 
it  mattered  not,  whether  they  were  gentlemen 
of  quality  or  not}  provided  they  were  stout  and 
trusty  for  killing  the  King ;  that  this  was  said 
broadly  in  the  letter,  in  so  many  words,  without 
a  cypher  or  secret  character.  These  letters, 
respecting  the  carrying  on  of  the  plot,  the 
witness  said,  had  been  entrusted  to  him  by  the 
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Jesuits,  ^nd  he  had  burnt  them  with  the  assist- 
ance of  two  persons,  whom  he  named,  at  l^e 
time  of  bis  absconding.  .    . 

He    then   proceeded   to  state    what  had 
passed  at    meetings  in    his   presence*     "  I 
have,"  said  he,  "  of  late,  been  several  times 
in  company  with  priests  and  other  gentle- 
men in  the  country,    when   they  consulted 
respecting  the  introduction  of  their  own  reli- 
gion and  the  taking  away  of  the  King's  life^ 
^hich   they  intended   to  be  about  Novem- 
ber, December,  or  January,  I678.     This  was 
their  consultation  through  the   whole  of  the 
year  I678."     Then  he  mentioned  a  general 
collection  of  money  for  carrying  on  the  design 
and  providing  of  arms ;  that  he  had:  himself 
received  500/.  for  this  purpose,  aiid  for  disr 
charging  an  account  of  arms  -  received  from 
abroad ;  that  Lord  Aston  and  others  in  Octo* 
ber,  1678,  were  to  dispose  of  the  arms»  which 
they  had  so  received,  to  the  value  (as  he  heard 
say)  of  30,000/. ;  that  on  hearing,  it  was  likely 
there  would  be  an  alteration  in  the  govern* 
ment,  and  having  fair  promises,  he  was  en- 
couraged to  the  design,  and  willing  to  contri* 
bute  to  it,  and  did  then  make  over  an  estate, 
which  he  had^  of  400/^  value,  for  that  purpose 
and  for  th6  praying  of  his  soul;  and  because 
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he  saw  money  would  he  waatii^  he  promiflod 
to .  give  a  hundred  pounds  more.  He  meR- 
tioned  the  names  of  several  persons,  who,  he 
«aid.  had  contributed  towards  canying  the 
design  into  execution;  and  stated,  that  he 
had  met  several  persons  at  consultations,  at 
several  times,  (he  should  be  very  loth  to 
charge  his  memory,  in  particular,  or  how 
iiany  were  in  company,)  especially  aboiM: 
September,  I678,  when  Lord  Stafford  was  pre- 
set, at  which  time  there  was  a  conversation 
about  providing  money  for  the  purchase  of 
arms,  and  concerning  the  King's  death.  He 
Baid  he  ha^  several  times,  beem  brought  to  the 
oath  of  secrecy,  ibr  fear  he  should  disclose  the 
design;  and  he  had  bound  himself  by  all  the 
promises  he  could  make,  and  on  the  sacrament, 
D^  to  disclose  it;  but,  afterwards,  he  had 
received  better  advice  from  others,  who  told 
him  such  oaths  were  better  broken  than  kept^ 
tod  upon  this  he  made  the  discoveiy^ 

An  indulgence,  he  said,  was  sent  over  to  tins 
country  about  the  year  1678»  and  published  in 
all  private  chapels,  offering  a  freepardon  of  sins 
to  all  who  would  be  active  in  introducing  the 
Popish  religicm,  or  in  killing  the  King.  <<  But 
what  arguments,''  asked  one  of  the  managers^ 
<<  have  the  priests  used  to  persuade  you  to  this 
design  ?"     **  They  have  tbld  me,"  answered 
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the  «dtnesS|  <<  at  their  meetings,  that  the  King 
was  an  excommunicated  heretic,  and  out  of  the' 
pale  of  the  church ;  that  it  was  lawful  to  kill 
him ;  that  it  was  nothing  more  than  killing  a 
dog/*  "  Have  you  heard  of  any  intended 
massacre?**  "I  have  heard,  that  about  the 
time  when  the  King  should  be  killed,  several 
should  be  provided  with  arms,  and  rise  all  of 
a  sudden  at  an  hour's  warning,  and  cut  the 
throats  of  the  Protestants  :  that  was  one  pro- 
posal ;  and  if  any  escaped,  they  should  be  cut 
offhyan  army  in  their  flight**  "  What  assist- 
ance did  the  Pope  give  for  the  carrying  on  of 
this  design?**  "  I  heard,  the  Pope  had  out  of 
his  revenue  promised  several  sums  of  money 
for  the  carrying  on  of  this  plot  j  and  particu- 
larly, that  he  would  assist  the  poor  Irish  with 
both  men  and  money,  and  there  should  not  be 
any  thing  wanting  on  his  part**  "  What  sums 
did  he  contribute  to  it  ?**  "  I  have  heard  of 
several  sums,  in  general,  which  he  was  to  con- 
tribute/* "Did  you  hear  of  any  sum  cer- 
tain?*'* «*  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  I  heard 
sometimes  of  10;000/.,  or  some  such  sum.** 

The  third   witness,   Praunce,  being  asked  P.  1320, 
what  discourse  he  had  with  a  priest  of  the 
name  of  Singleton,  said,  he  heard  him  say  in 
1678,  that  he  did  not  fear,  but  that  in  a  little 
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time  he  should  be  priest  in  a  parish  church,  and 
that  he  would  make  no  more  of  killing  forty 
Parliament-men,  than  of  eating  his  dinner. 
This  was  the  whole  of  what  the  witness  said, 
p.  1320.  Then  came  forward  Titus  Oates.  He  began, 
by  giving .  an  account  of  his  pretended  con- 
version to  the  Popish  religion  in  I676,  while 
he  was  chaplain  in  the  family  of  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk.  At  that  time  he  became  acquainted 
with  several  priests,  who  told  him,  he  would 
soon  find  the  Protestant  religion  upon  its  last 
legs,  and  that  it  would  become  him  and  all 
men  of  his  coat,  (for  he  then  professed  him- 
self a  minister  of  the  Church  of  England,)  to 
hasten  home  to  the  Church  of  Rome*  Having 
had,  for  some  years  before,  strong  suspicion 
of  the  great  and  apparent  growth  of  Popery, 
and  wishing  to  satisfy  his  curiosity,  he  pre- 
tended to  have  some  doubts  in  his  mind.  But 
these  priests  could  not  satisfy  him  ;  they  were 
not  men  for  his  turn,  said  Oates,  not  having  any 
great  degree  of  learning.  Soon  afterwards  he 
became  acquainted  with  some  of  the  society  of 
Jesuits,  and  these  he  soon  found  were  the  men 
for  his  turn, — cunning,  politic  men,  who  could 
isatisfy  him.  He  pretended  to  be  convinced 
by  their  arguments,  declared  his  conversion, 
was  reconciled,  and  admitted  into  the  order. 
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Then  follows  his  account  c£  his  mission 
to  Spain.  "  After  I  was  admitted,'*  said  Oates^ 
**  the  Fathers  told  me,    I    had  some  years 
upon  me,  and  that  I  could  not  undergo  the 
burdens  they  put  on  younger  men.  But  what  do 
you  think  of  travelling,  said  they,  and  going  be- 
yond sea  to  do  our  business?  I  agreed  to  this  j 
and  in  April,  I677,  sailed  to  Bilboa  in  Spain, 
with  letters  of  recommendation,    arid  thence 
proceeded  to  Valladolid/'     The  particularity 
with  which  he  mentioned  not  only  the  month, 
but  even  the  days  of  the  week,  in  this  part  of 
the  evidence,  was  very  remarkable.  —  In  his 
way  to  Valladolid,  he  said,  he  opened  some  of 
the  letters,  entrusted  to  him,  which  mentioned 
a  disturbance  designed  in  Scotland,  and  what 
hopes  there  were  of  effecting  the  design  ot 
carrying  on  the  Catholic  league  in  England. 
When  he  arrived  at  Valladolid,  he  found  that 
letters  had  arrived  before  him,  with  news  that 
the  King  had  been  dispatched ;  and  in  the  same 
month  other  letters  came,  announcing  that  the 
death  of  the  King  was  a  mistake.     The  fol- 
lowing month  brought  more  letters,  with  the 
account  that  they  had  procured  Beddingfield 
to  be  confessor  to  the  Duke  of  York,  and  that 
he  might  prevail  much  with  the  Duke  in  the 
design.     Fresh  letters  soon  followed  from  St. 
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Omers^  with  an  account  that  Beddii^field  had 
assured  them  of  the  Duke's  willingness  to 
advance  the  Catholic  religion.  In  July,  he 
received  letters  from  England,  announcing  a 
mission  ot*  twelve  students,  to  be  instructed  by 
the  Jesuits.  These  students,  said  the  witness* 
arrived  in  December,  and  on  their  arrival  a 
sermon  was  preached  to  them,  in  which  the 
oaths  of  allegiance  and  supremacy  were  de- 
clared to  be  antichristian,  heretical  and  devil- 
ish; the  King's  legitimacy  was  vilified,  and 
his  religion  was  said  to  entitle  him  to  nothing 
but  sudden  death  and  destruction.  Thes^ 
said  the  witness,  were  the  contents  of  that  ser- 
mon  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Having  now  been  in  Spain  about  five 
months,  he  was  ordered  to  return ;  and  came 
away  for  England  in  the  month  of  Novem« 
'  her,  —  though,  in  another  part  of  his  evi- 
dence, he  mentioned  having  heard  a  trea- 
sonable sermon  preached  in  Spain  so  late 
as  the  month  of  December.  He  left  En- 
gland soon  again,  and  went  over  to  St. 
Omers.  While  he  resided  there,  in  March, 
1678,  letters  arrived  from  England,  mention^ 
ing,  that  there  was  a  very  shrewd  attempt  made 
upon  the  person  of  the  King,  and  that  the  flint 
of  Pickering's  gun  or  pistol  was  loose,  and  his 
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hand  diaking,  the  King  escaped ;.  for  whick 
he  received  adi8cipline»  and  the  other  (Grove) 
received  a  severe  chidmg.  About  the  end  of 
the  same  month,  the  witness  was  summoned 
ta  Lcmdon  to  attend  a  meeting.  <<  At  that 
meeting,''  said  Oates,  <<  they  debated  and  re* 
solved  on  the  death  of*  the  King  ^  that  Grove  < 

should  have  IdOO^.  for  his  pains,  and  the  other 
(Pickering),  being  a  religious  man,  should  have 
50,000  masses  said  for  him."  In  June  follow-^ 
ing,  proposals  were  made  to  Sir  G.  Wakeman 
£br  his  poisoning  the  King ;  that  the  10,000/« 
pdid  hy  the  Spaniards,  should  he  proposed  to 
Wakeman  for  pdsotiing  the  King.  Colemaa 
looked  wfQB  this  suim  as  too  small^  and  that 
15,000/.  should  be  given  to  him ;  but  Langham 
thought  it  too  much,  and  that  he  ought  to  do 
SQ  great  a  piece  of  service  for  nothing.  Five 
thousand  pounds^  added  the  witness,  were 
paidi,  as  the  books  told  me ;  but  I  did  not  see 
it  paid,^  heii^  then  ill,  and  not  fit  to  siijc  abroad* 
In  July,  continued  the  witness,  Father 
Ashby  came  to  town^  and  revived  the  pro* 
posal  to  Sir  G.  Wakeman^  but  being  sick 
of  the  gout,  he  hastened  down  to  Bath  ^ 
[NoTB  &3  ^^d  when  he  came  there,  he  w^ 
advised  by  the  Fathers,  tp  see  how  the 
Catholics  stood  aflfected  in  Somersetshire ;  ftr 
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they  had  an  account,  that  they  stood  well 
affected.  **  In  August,'^  said  the  witness;. 
«*  (for  I  cannot  remember  every  particular,  but 
refer  myself  to  the  records  of  the  house, ^ 
about  the  26th  of  August,  Fenwick  went  to 
St.  Omers  to  give  an  -  account  of  the  proposal 
accepted  by  Sir  G.  Wakeman ;  but  in  July,  (if 
your  Lordships  please  to  give  me  leave  to  go 
back  again,)  Sti*ange  came  to  town,  and  falling 
into  discourse  about  the  fi^e  of  London,  frankly 
told  me,  how  it  was  fixed,  and  how  many  of 
those  concerned  were  seized ;  and,  amongst 
the  rest,  told  me  that  the  Duke  of  York's 
guard,  as  by  his  order,  did  receive  them,  and 
were  afterwards  willing  to  discharge  them; 
which  I  forgot  to  mention  before ;  but  on  the 
review  of  my  papers,  I  find,  I  was  told  that  hi^ 
guards  did  release  the  prisoners  suspected 
about  the  fire,  and  that  all  the  order  they  had 
for  it,  as  they  pretended,  was  from  the  Duke, 
The  latter  part  of  July,  I  communicated  with  Dr. 
Tongue,  and  gave  him  some  particular  account 
of  affairs  :  I  desired  him  to  tommunicate  it  to 
some,  that  might  make  it  known  to  the  King. 
The  King  had  notice  on  the  ISth  or  14th  of 
August,  1678,  as  I  remember ;  and  by  the  Sd 
of  September  I  was  betrayed,  and  exposed  to 
the  vengeance  of  those  men,  whose  contri* 
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vances  I  had  thus  discovered.  So  my  intelli-v 
gencedid  cease  wholly  on  the  8th  of  Septem- 
ber. Then  was  I  forced  to  keep  private  j  and^- 
upon  my  examinations,  what  information  I 
gave  before  the  Lords  and  Commons^  I  refer 
myself  to  them." 

The  next  witness  called  was  Dennis.  He  P.  1526;, 
stated,  that  being  at  Valladolid  in  the  month 
of  June,  he  saw  Oates,  who  told  him,  that  he. 
went  out  of  England  by  the  consent  of  the 
Jesuits^  being  converted  by  them  to  the  Ro-( 
man  Catholic  faith ;  and  that  his  going  into 
Spain  was  to  fit  himself  for  the  society  of  the 
Jesuits }  that  Oates  gave  him  a  letter  to  be 
delivered  at  Madrid  to  an  Irish  Archbishop^ 
and  supplied  him  with  money  to  defray  his 
expenses.  On  receiving  this  letter,,  the  Arch- 
bishop,  turning  round  to  the  witness  and  an-^ 
other,  said,  the  contents  of  this  letter  were> 
that  Oates  is  desirous  of  receiving  the  order  of 
priesthood  from  me,  and  if  it  be  so,  this  man 
wiU  be  a  fit  man  for  our  purpose ;  for  Dr* 
Oliver  Plunket,  the  Primate  of  Ireland,  is  re- 
solved, this  year,  or  with  the  next  convenience, 
tx>  bring  in  a  French  power  into  Ireland^ 
thereby  to  support  the  Roman  CathpKcs  in 
England  and  Ireland,  and  I  myself  without 
.^my  delay  will  go  into  Ireland  to  assist  in  that 
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pious  work.  <<  Have  ^u  hearc^'*  said  one  of 
die  managers,  '<  of  any  money  gathered  in  Ire- 
land in  support  of  this  plot  V*  "  I  have  both 
heard  of  it,  and  seen  it,''  aqswered  the  witness^ 
T%en  he  stated,  that  in  1688,  a  Franciscan 
friar,  brother  to  the  Earl  of  Carlingfbrd,  ap- 
pointed several  collectors,  for  levying  money 
from  the  religious  houses :  he  mentioned  the 
names  of  two  of  the  collectors :  the  collectors 
came  to  a  convent  at  Sligo ;  there  they  k^ead 
their  commission,  the  provincial  of  the  order 
of  Dominicans  questioned  their  authority; 
"  and  I,**  said  the  witness,  "  asked  why  the 
money  was  levied  ?  to  which  they  replied,  that 
the  levy  was  to  encourage  the  French  King, 
in  whose  kingdom  were  several  Irish  bishops 
and  others,  whose  business  it  was  to  provoke 
the  King  to  bring  an  army  to  invade  Irdandi 
when  the  time  should  serve/* 

Hien  fbllowed  the  witness  Jennison,  who 
was  thus  introduced  by  one  of  the  managers : 
<*  Mr.  Jennison,  who  have  been  amcHfig  the 
Papists,  and  have  had  great  confidence  among 
them,  declare  what  you  know  of  their  designs 
for  the  destruction  of  the  Protestant  religion, 
or  the  means  of  doing  it,  whether  by  the  mur- 
der  of  the  King,  or  by  what  other  means  ?*' 

This  witness,  ailer  giving  an  account  of 


LORD   TISCOUliT   STAFFORD*  9f9 

Hiany  tilings^  whidi  he  said  he  bad  heard  ftraoL 
other  persona^  quite  iiufii^ent  SHid  perfeetly 
irrevelant,  spoke  of'  some  coopversations  witii 
Ireland,  in  one  c^  wluch  the  latter,  tqpeaking 
of  the  chance  of*  the  Catholic  religion  beii^  in- 
troduced into  England,  remarked,  that  th«e 
was  only  one  who  stood  in  the  way,  and  that 
it  would  be  easy  to  take  off  the  King  by 
poison.  In  another  conversation,  Ireland 
asked  the  witness,  if  he  would  be  one  o£  those 
who  would  go  to  Windsor  to  assist  in  takmg 
off  the  King.  The  witness  refused.  Ireland 
offered  to  remit  a  debt  of  twenty  pounds^  if 
he  would  ga  The  witness  still  refused.  Ire^ 
land  asked  him  to  recommend  some  stout  and 
brave  Irishmen,  and  the  witness  named  foot 
p^sons.  He  then  pressed  the  witness  again 
to  go  with  him  to  Windsor  to  assist  in  taking 
off  the  King. 

The  witness  also  gave  an  account  of  other 
conversations  with  bis  brother,  Tho&  Jen 
nison,  a  Jesuit,  (since  dead,)  who  &lHng 
into  discourse  on  the  common  topic,  con-r 
ceming  the  Catholic  religion  coming  into 
England,  used  the  expression,  <^  If  C*  R. 
could  not  be  R.  C,  he  would  not  loi^  be 
C.  R."  meaning,  if  CatoJm  Rex  would  not  be 
Rejs,  CdthoUcus,  he  would  not  long  be  Carobis 
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>Rex:  and  added,  that  if  the  King  wiere  ex4 
communicated,  he  would  be  no  longer  King, 
and  it  would  be  no  great  sin  to  take  him  off. 
Qn  another  occasion,  said  the  witness,  Thos« 
Jennison  told  him,  he  had  a  matter  of  great 
consequence  to  impart  to  him :  that  there  was 
a  design  on  foot  so  laid,   it  could  not  well 
be  discovered,  and  that  the  greatest  Catholics 
in  England  were  in  the  design ;  among  them 
the  Lord  Bellasis,    Lord  Powis,   and  Lord 
Arundel,   and,  I  believe,   said  the   witness. 
Lord  Stafford  was  named,  but  I  cannot  be 
positive  in  that     **  My  Lords,"  said  one  of 
the  managers,  ^<  we  desire  to  ask  him,  whether 
he  ever,  heard  of  Oates  being  in  the  plot,  or 
being  thought   trustworthy  among  them  ?'* 
The  witness  answered,  he  had  heard  so  from 
bis  brother,  Thomas  Jennison,  the  Jesuit. 
P.  153^3.         Examined  copies  of  records  were  then  given 
in  evidence ;  records  of  the  indictment^  con- 
viction, and  attainder,  of  Coleman,  Ireland, 
Perkins,  Grove,  and  several  others  for  high 
treason  ;  copies  of  indictments  and  attainders 
for  the  murder  of  Sir  Edmondbury  Godfrey ; 
a*  copy  of  a  conviction  for  endeavouring  to 
suborn  Bedlow  to  retract  his  evidence  against 
some  of  the  Lords  in  the  Tower ;  and  a  copy 
of  the  conviction  of  two  persons  for  conspiring 
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to  asperse  Oates  and  Bedlow.    The  record  o£s 
Coleman's  conviction  was  read  at  length. 

These  records  were  produced,  as  it  was 
said,  to  show  the  generality  of  the  plot  But 
it  is  difficult  to  see  on  what  principle  they 
were  admissible  in  evidence  against  Lord  Staf- 
ford. Among  the  parties  convicted  there  were 
some,  whose  names  were  mentioned  in  this  im^ 
peachment,  as  the  confederates  of  Lord  Sta£> 
ford ;  but  this  circumstance  would  not  render 
the  records  admissible.  The  greater  part  of 
the  convicted  persons  were  not  even  mentioned 
in  the  impeachment ;  and  none  of  the  parties 
were  proved  to  have  been  connected  with 
Lord  Stafford.  The  objection  to  the  evidence 
is,  that  Lord  Stafford  was  a  stranger  to  the  pro^ 
ceedings  oil  these  records ;  and  that  the  opinions 
of  juries,  on  other  charges,  against  other  per- 
sons, on  other  statements  of  facts  in  his  absence, 
ought  not  to  be  admitted  to  his  prejudice. 

At  the  opening  of  the  second  day.  Lord  P.  1539. 
Stafford  requested,  that  his  counsel  might  be  ^**^^* 
allowed  to  stand  near  him,  for  the  purpose  of 
arguing  any  point  of  law  which  might  arise. 
Seijeant  Maynard  and  Sir  W.  Jones  insisted, 
with  much  harshness,  that  they  should  stand 
within  hearing,  not  within  prompting,  and 
that  they  should  not  suggest  any  thing  to  the 
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priiener»  m  the  witaettes  were  prfteeedkig  to 
give  their  evidence.  **  When  there  is  cause," 
observed  the  Lord  High  Steward,  "  take 
liie  exertion:  but  they  do  not  as  yet  mis^ 
lidiave  themselves/* 

The  managers  then  proceeded  to  the  other 
xeoiaining  branch  of  evidence,  which  they 
4nUed  the  particular  evidence,  against  the  noble 
prisoner.  {^Note  C]  One  of  the  Committer 
{Treby,)  remark'mg  on  the  evidence,  which 
badbeen  produced,  as  to  the  general  conspiracy 
<^  the  Po^di  party,  used  these  remarkable 
Words :  '<  We  doubt  not,  but  your  Lordships 
who  hear,  and  strangers,  and  unborn  posterity, 
ii^eti  th^  shall  hear,  will  justify  this  prosecu- 
tifm  o£  (^  Commons,  and  will  allow,  that  this 
dflipeachment  is  the  voice  of  the  nation,  crying 
out,  88  mh&a  a  knife  is  at  the  throat'^ 
F.1S41.  Dugdale  was  called  again,  on  the  second 
part^f  the  case.  He  gave  an  account  of  some 
ihings  which  had  passed  in  his  presence, 
iHrhile  he  was  in  the  service  of  Lord  Aston. 
The  firflt  transaction  he  spoke  of,  was  the  fol- 
lowing :  That  about  the  latter  end  of  August, 
6r  smne  day  in  September,  I678,  Lord  Staf^ 
ford.  Lord  Aston,  and  several  other  gentle- 
0ien,  we're  in  a  room  at  Lord  Aston's  house  at 
Tixai.    The  witness  mud,  he  was  admitted  by 
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SveiBi  to  iiear  what  pa06e4  Sx  hkeBSMngfi^ 
laent.  '*  There  I  he^urd  them  in  thii>t  debate^  sit 
that  time,  fblly  d^termuie  a  resoluikm  upon  att 
the  debates  that  had  been  beyobd  sea  and  hidh 
jfofe  at  London ;  that  the  best  thing  they  c(Hil4 
j^esolve  on,  was  to  take  away  the  Me  of  the 
£41^  m  the  speediest  means  to  introduce 
thj^  own  religion/'  The  Lord  High  iStewar4 
adkedy  whether  Lord  Stafford  was  at  that 
iiieetii^,  whai  they  debated  to  kill  the  King  ? 
"  L<M:d  Stafford  was  there/^  "  Was  he  c©Or 
flenting  to  that  resolution  ?"  ^*  Yes,  I  hew d 
every,  one  give  their  particular  fUU  asseaf 
When  the  witness  spoke  these  words,  tiiere 
arose  a  great  hum,  which  the  Lord  Hig^ 
Steward  rebuked :  "  For  the  honor  and  (^ 
nity  of  public  justice,  ht  us  not  amy  it,  as  if 
we  were  in  a  theatre.** 

'<  On  another  occasion,'*  said  Dugdale, 
"^'sometime  in  September,  Lord  Stafford  meet- 
ing me  at  the  outer  gate  of  Lord  Adtoa^B 
houae^  in  a%hting  from  his  hor^se,  observed  tp 
me,  ^it  was  a^ad  thing  they  could  mA  ^ 
their  prayers  but  in  a  hidden  manner :  but  ere 
long,  if  lyings  to^  effect,  we  should  have  the 
Romish  religion  established.'  '* 

On  a  third  occasion,  about  the  SOth«or  Slst 
of  September,  as  the  witness  said,  iLwd  ^Staf* 
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ford,  being  at  Lord  Aston%  sent  for  him  to 
his  chamber^  as  he  was  rising :  Lord  Stafford 
then  mentioned  to  him,  that  he  had  heard  from 
£vers  and  others,  that  he  would  be  faithful 
and  true  to  the  design  of  introducing  their  re- 
ligion ;  that  he  was  himself  concerned ;  and» 
for  taking  away  the  life  of  the  King,  he  offered 
him,  for  his  charges  and  encouragement,  500/^ 
^*  I  communicated  to  Evers,**  added  the  wit- 
ness, what  Lord  Stafford  had  said,  and  was 
something  in  admiration  at  his  offering  me 
Buch  a  sum  of  money,  doubting  of  his  ability 
to  make  good  payment.** 

He  mentioned  also  a  meeting  at  another 
tim^  when  Lord  Stafford  and  several  others 
were  present.  He  was  then  promised  rank  in 
the  army,  and  a  pecuniary  reward ;  and  it  was 
said,  there  would  be  land  enough  from  the  Pro- 
testants,  to  satisfy  all  who  acted  in  the  design. 

"  At  another  time,*'  said  Dugdale,  *«  Lord 
Stafford,  in  Lord  Aston*  s  dining  room,  ex- 
pressed his  great  zeal,  and  the  reason  why  he 
was  such  an  enemy  to  the  King ;  that  he  had 
suffered  much  for  the  King,  and  had  always 
been  loyal,  but  never  had  any  recompense  or 
preferment ;  that  this  was  his  chief  motive,  if 
religion  Were  not  in  the  case,  which  Was  of  a 
higher  nature#*' 
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"  I  desire/*  said  one  of  the  managera,  "  he 
may  say  what  assurance  of  pardon,  he  had,  if 
he  succeeded  ?"  «  I  was  told/'  answered  the 
witness,  V  I  need  not  fear.  Lord  Stafford 
told  me,  I  should  have  a  free  pardon  for  it  j 
for  the  King  had  been  .excommunicated,  and 
was  a  traitor,  and  rebel,  and  enemy  to  Jesus 
Christ/' 

"  But  how  could  you  be  pardoned  ?'*  asked 
the  Lord  High  Steward.  "  I  was  to  be  par- 
doned by  the  Pope/'  "  But  that  was  for  your 
sins,"  said  the  Lord  High  Steward.  "  I  ex- 
pected no  other,  if  I  had  gone  on." 

Q.  Were  you  promised  nothing  else  but  a 
pardon  from  the  Pope  ?  . 

A.  .Yes,  I  was  to  be  sainted. 

"  I  desire,"  said  a  manager,  "  the  witness 
will  give  an  account  of  the  letters  written  by 
Lord  Stafford  to  Evers  concerning  the  de* 
sign?  •  . 

A.  There  came  a  letter  from  Lord  Staft 
ford  to  Evers.  I  knew  it  to  be  his  writing. 
It  said,  things  went  on  well .  beyohd .  sea  for 
the  carrying  on  of  the  design,  and  so  he  hoped 
they  were  going  on  here. 

Being  asked  by  the  Lord  High  Steward, 
how  long  he  had  known  of  this  plot,  he  an- 
swered^  he  had  known  of  the  general  plot,  for 
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iDtrodiicing  the  Fof»ah  religicm,  dx>iit  fifteen 
or  aixteea  years  }  not  a  plot  for  taking  away 
the  King's  life,  but  for  makit^  ready  both 
men  and  arms  against  the  time  of  his  death. 
P.  1547.  Oates  was  again  called.  "  Dr.  Oates,"  said 
the  manager,  "  pray  speak  your  knowlec^  of 
my  Lord  Stafford  being  engaged  in  the  de« 
sign  ?*'  "  I  desire  I  may  be  left  to  my  own 
me&odf^  answered  the  witness.  Then  he 
took  his  own  course,  and  began,  by  saying, 
that  in  1667>  there  had  been  divers  attepipts 
upon  the  life  of  the  King^  as  the  Jesuits  told 
him;  and  that  in  like  year  1674  there  was 
Biach  an  attao^t,  on  accoimt  of  the  King's 
withdrawing  the  indulgence.  He  said,  he 
had,  while  he  was  in  Spain,  in  I677,  met 
several  letters  signed  Stafford,  in  which  Lord 
Stafford  assured  the  Jesuits  of  his  zeal  in  pro^ 
moting  the  Catholic  design.  Other  lett«s  to 
the  same  effect,  and  signed  Stafford,  he  said 
he  saw  at  St.  Omer's,  in  the  same  year  $  and 
in  this  next  year,  some  letters  ftom  LcMrd 
Staffi^d,  blaming  Coleman  for  communicating 
several  great  secrets  respecting  the  great  affiur, 
to  persons,  of  whose  fidelity  he  was  not  secure** 
That  in  IQJS^  Lord  Stafford  came  to  Fenwick^ 
and  l^ere  rec^ved  a  eonmiission  from  him 
t<>  pe^  an  army^  which  was*  to  be  raised  for 
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promoting  the  Catholic  mtere&tf  ttM  promised 
to  effect  the  business,  adding,  that  he  vrsA 
then  goring  into  the  countfy,  but  thalt,  he 
doubted  not,  Grove  would  do  <he  biisin^^s  at 
his  returh ;  that  speaking  with  Feriwick  con- 
Ceming  the  King,  he  siaid,  the  King  hath  d6- 
c^Sved  tis  a  great  wMlei  and  we  can  bear  rib 
longer. 

"  I  desir«f  to  know,'*  ai^k^  Lord  Stafford, 
«  where  Mr.  F^ftwick  lived  ?*' 

OAtEs.  —  Hiis  Lordship,  1  suppose,  kne\V 
very  well  where  he  lived :  ^e  lived  in  Drury- 
Lane. 

Lord  SfAFFORii.  — - 1  will  submit  to  any 
thing,  if  ever  I  saw  th6  man,  Or  heard  of  hirii, 
till  the  discovery  of  <he  plot. 

Oates.  - —  rie  came  to  him  by  flie  name  of 
Thorii^son. 

Lord  Stafford.  —  I  know  ori6  Thompson^ 
but  he  was  an  Engliish  merchant  in  Brussels^ 
not  a  Jesuit. 

Lord  Stafford  denied  also  that  he  had  evei" 
seieti  Oates  at  Fenwick^s  6t  elsewhere.  "  I 
will  willingly  die,"  said  he,  "  if  ever  I  saw  thisl 
Doctor  in  my  life.*' 

GRATES.  —  I  excuse  my  Lord  for  that ;  for 
1  wfite  in  another  habit  arid  I  went  by  ariothei^ 
naihie  j  and  your  Lordships  do  remember,  I 
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came  in  another  habit  to  make  the  first  dis- 
covery. 

Oates  mentioned  again  some  letters,  which 
he  said  he  had  seen  abroad,  of  Lord  Stafford's 
writing:  on  which  Lord  Stafibrd  observed^ 
that  he  had  not  written  any  one  letter  to  any 
priest  for  twenty-five  years,  nor  had  any  cor- 
respondence with  any  Jesuit. 
P.  1351.  Turberville  came  next,  and  was  directed, 
like  Oates,  in  giving  his  account^  to  use  his 
own  method.  First,  he  gave  an  account  of 
his  being  persuaded  by  Lady  Powis  and  her 
confessors  in  1 675,  to  go  over  to  France,  in 
order  to  be  admitted  into  a  religious  order : 
but  finding  there,  as  he  said,  nothing  but  hy- 
pocrisy and  vUlainy  instead  of  religion, ,  he. 
escaped  back  to  England.  That  his  friends 
were  angry  with  him  for  returning,  and  in* 
veterate  against  him ;  that,  having  no  hopes 
in  England,  he  resolved  to  return,  and  did  re- 
turn to  France,  where  a  brother  endeavoured 
to  procure  his  admission  into  an  order  of  Be- 
nedictine monks,  but,  thinking  all  religious  or- . 
ders  equally  bad^  he  resolved  to  go  back  again 
to  England.  That  at  this  time  his  brother, 
and  two  Benedictine  monks  recommended  him 
to  the  notice  of  Lord  Stafford,  who  was  at' 
Paris;  he  was  with  him  several  times,  and 
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was  to  go  over  with  him  in  his  yacht  to  Eng- 
land.  "  After  I  had  been  there  for  a  fortnight 
with  this  Lord/*  said  thig  witness,    "  Lord 
Staflbrd,  understanding  my  condition  from  my 
brother  and  the  other  fathers  of  the  convent, 
and  imagining  that  I  was  a  fit  instrument  to  be 
employed,  proposed  to  me  a  way,  whereby  (as 
he  told  me)  I  might  not  only  retrieve  my  re- 
putation with  my  relations,  but  also  make 
myself  a  very  happy  man;  and,  after  having 
exacted  from  me  all  the  obligations  of  secrecy, 
which  I  could  give  him,  he  at  length  told  me 
in  direct  terms,  it  was  to  tiake  away  the  life  of 
the  King  of  England,  who  was  a  heretic,  con- 
sequently a  rebel  against  God  Alimighty.     I 
looked  upon  it  as  an  extraordinary  attempt,, 
and  desired  to  consider  of  it,  before  I  would, 
undertake  it     The  witness  said>  he  promised 
to  give  his  answer  iat  Dieppe,  whence  they 
were  to  sail  for  England.    Then  he  mentioned 
this  particular,  that,  when  he  took  leave  of 
Lord  Stafford,  he  was  sitting  upon  a  beiich, 
troubled  with  the  gout  in  his  foot.     He  after- 
wards  received  a  letter  from  the  prisoner,  in- 
forming him  of  his  intending  to  sail  from^ 
Calais,  and  directing  him  to  wait  upon  him  im 
Loodon.     "I  have  one  thing  imoFe  to  ob> 
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il^rve  ^  your  I^rdsl^ip?^"  ^d  the  yfritne^s  j 
^<  when  I  got  pa3dage  from  Dieppe  in  a  boat 
for  England^  I  never  can^e  near  Lord  Stafford, 
because,  being  not  willing  to  undertake  his 
proposaly  I  thougbjt  myself  not  safe  even  from 
my  oym  relations ;  therefore  I  made  applica- 
tions to  the  Duke  of  Monmouth,  who  recom- 
mended me  into  the  French  service }  and  by 
that  means  I  avoided  his  Lordship's  further 
Importunity." 

Q.  —  You  say,  observed  the  Lord  High 
Si^ward^  Lord  Stafford  proposed  to  you  the 
killing  of  the  King :  did  he  plainly  make  the 
proposal,  in  direct  terms,  to  kill  the  King  ? 

A.  —  Yes,  he  did,  my  Lord, 

.  Q,  —  What  did  he  offer  you,  to  do  it  ? 

A*  —  Nothing  —  for  I  would  not  accept  of 
it  I  told  him  it  was  a  matter  of  great  con- 
cernment, and  I  ought  to  ppnsider  of  it:  and  X 
took  time  to  thj^nk  of  it,  and  would  give  him 
my  answer  at  Dieppe,  which  he  capae  not  lip } 
and  90  there  was  an  end  qf  it. 

Q.  —  What  engagements  of  secresy  ha4 
you  given  my  Lord,  before  he  opened  him^ 
self  so  plainly  to  you  ? 

A. — I  gave  my  Lord  my  word  and  my  proi. 
mi*e,  th^t  I  would  not  discover  ij;  to  any  p^f» 
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&m  directly  or  indirectly  i  my  Lord  bad  no« 
tibing  of  an  oath  from  me. 

Q.  ^  How  long  have  you  been  m  England? 
asked  the  Lord  High  Steward. 

A«  -r- 1  cannot  answer  punctually.  I  hwe 
been  in.  England  four  years. 

Q.  -T—  How  came  it  to  pass,  you  did  not  dis-^ 
cover  this  sooner  ? 

A.  ^r^I  had  no  &\th  to  believe,  that  I 
should  be  safe,  if  I  did  it,,  but  my  brains 
might  be  knocked  out ;  and  this  kept  me  from 
doi^  that  service^  which  I  might  be  able  to 
dxi»  if  I  deferred  it. 

Q.  —  How  came  you  to  discover  it  now  ? 

A.-p-*The  King^s  proclamation,  and  some 
friends,  that  have  persuaded  me,  I  may  do  it 
with  safety. 

The  evidence  of  this  man  closed  the  case 
on  the  part  of  the  prosecution. 

Lord  Stafford  was  called  upon  for  his  de*  Defence^ 
fence,  at  the  dose  of  the  second  day.  He^' 
spoke  at  some  length,  with  a  courage  and 
abiUty  far  surpassing  the  expectation  of  his 
fiiends.  He  began  his  speech  with  an  ac- 
count of  his  own  sufferings.  He  had  been  im- 
prisoned for  two  entire  years,  deprived  of  the 
assistance  of  his  menial  servants,  separated 
from  his  wife  and  family.    He  had  hoped  for 
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an  earlier  trial,  and  waited  impatiently  for  an 
opportunity  to  clear  himself  in  the  face  of  his 
judges  and  of  his  country.  It  was  a  mis- 
fortune to  be  accused  of  any  offence  j  to  be 
accused  of  the  crime  of  treason,  was  a  matter 
of  deep  distress  to  him ;  to  be  impeachied  ci 
this  crime  by  the  House  of  Commons,  whom 
he  had  ever  considered  the  great  and  worthy 
patriots  of  the  kingdom,  was  a  load  too  heavy 
for  his  weak  body,  and  stiir weaker  niind,  to 
support.  These  afflictions,  joined  to  others  of 
a  private  nature,  had  so  disturbed  his  rea- 
son, he  scarcely  knew  how  to  clear  himself 
<* Therefore,'*  said  the  noble  Lord,  "I  do 
with  all  humility  beg  pardon,  if  I  say  any 
thing  that  may  give  offence,  or  urge  what 
may  not  be  to  the  purpose ;  all  of  which,  I 
desire,  *you  would  be  pleased  to  attribute  to 
the  true  cause,  my  want  of  understanding, 
not  to  any  want  of  innocence.** 

The  managers  of  the  Commons,  he  said, 
great  and  able  men,  and  doubtless  well  read  in 
the  law,  had  set  forth  treason  in  a  horrid  shape: 
but  strongly  as  they  had  described  the  crime, 
it.could  not  be  represented  so  horrid, .  as  he 
had  always  conceived  it  in  his  own  mind. 
Treason  he  held  to  be  the  worst  of  sins :  next 
jto  treason,  murder :    but  the  murder  of  the 
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King  far  beyond  all  others,  and  not  to  be  ex- 
pressed  by  words.  He  then  adverted  to  the 
doctrine,  which  some  had  imputed  to  the 
church  of  Rome,  concerning  the  offence  of 
killing  an  heretical  king,  and  the  power  of 
absolving  from  the  oath  of  allegiance  :  he  re- 
ferred to  the  opinions  and  writings  of  many 
fathers  and  doctors  of  the  church,  and  to  the 
council  of  Trent,  which  had  declared  such  a 
doctrine  to  be  damnable  and  heretical ;  and 
concluded  with  these  words,  "  My  lords,  here 
in  the  presence  of  Almighty  God,  who  knows 
and  sees  all  things,  in  the  presence  of  his 
angels,  who  are  continually  about  us,  and  in 
the  presence  of  my  Peers  and  Judges,  I  do 
solemnly  profess  and  declare,  that  I  hate  and 
detest  any  such  opinion,  as  I  do  damnation  to 
myself.  I  desire  not  salvation  more  earnestly, 
than  I  am  cordial  in  hating  this  opinion.  I 
know  no  person  on  earth,  nor  all  the  persons 
in  the  world  put  together,  who  can  in  the 
least  absolve  me  from  jny  allegiance." 

The'  managers,  he  said,  had  spoken  of  a 
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horrid  design  to  murder  the  king,  to  alter  the 
government,  and  to  introduce  the  Popish  re- 
ligion  ;  and  the  witnesses  had  sworn,  that  the 
body  of  the  Catholics  in  England  were  engaged 
in  the   design.     If  that  were  so,  he  was  not 
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Sir  ^  Coke,  since  his  impri^oiHqieQts  ^%  all 
accusations  of  treason  ought  to  be  accompanied 
ndth  circumstances  antecedent,  poncomitanti 
and  subsequent  But  not  a  tittle  of  any  siich 
thing  had  been  proved  9g4inst  him*  And  the 
vhcde  compasfs  of  his  life,  from  infancy,  had 
beeq  clear  of  all  such  imputations.  E[e  had 
owed  the  honour  of  Peerage  to  the  htB  King» 
irfaom  lie  had  served  faithfully  and  loyally  tQ 
the  hour  of  his  death ;  and  b^d  attended  his, 
wvereign  in  that  long  exile,  from  which  he 
had  been  sp  happily  restored.  His  life  had 
never  given  countenance  to  such  accusations, 
and  was  a  flat  deniisd  of  all,  which  those  per- 
jiired  villains  —  he  hoped  he  might  call  them 
90^  he  doubted  not  to  prove  tl;iepi  such  -^^  had 
dared  to  say  against  liim. 

He  protest^sd  his  innocence,  and  denied  all 
participation  in  guilty  designs.  He  had  de- 
nied it  from  the  first  hour  of  his  commitment, 
and  had  rejected  the  fullest  offers  of  restonu 
tion  to  liberty,  because  they  had  been  accom- 
paiMed  with  a  condition,  to  which  he  would 
never  submit  the  confession  of  guilt  Two 
Peers,  who  had  been  deputed  by  the  house  to 
e^l^amine  him,  informed  him,  they  could  assure 
him,  that  if  he  would  confess  his  fault  and  dis« 
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closie  jt^e  p£(iijpular9^  the  hou^  WQub)  interce4e 
with  the  ICi^g  for  a  p^don :  but  be  asserted  hi$ 
ipnpce^ice.  Not  long  j^erwards,  the  ICing« 
froqi  his  grace  and  goodness,  sent  six  of  the 
council  to  offer  him  these  terms,  that  although 
he  were  ever  so  guilty,  yet,  if  he  woujid  cfMj^-. 
fess,  he  should  have  his  pardon*  Before  his 
apprehension,  he  had  been  informed  by  some 
of  the  Lords,  that  there  Was  something  m  the 
plot,  which  would  make  him  fly.  ^*  I  h^ve 
heard,''  said  Lord  Stafford,  <<  that  when  a  man 
is  accused  or  suspected  of  a  crime,  flight  is; 
a  great  sign  of  guilt  ^  so,  remaining  is  a  sign 
of  innocency.  If,  then,  after  notice,  I  suf« 
fered  myself  to  be  taken,  if  after  imprisonment 
and  accusation,  I  refused  my  pardon,  and  yet 
had  been  guilty^  I  ought  to  die  for  my  folly 
as  well  as  for  my  crime/' 

After^  expressing  again  his  abhorrence  of 
the  crimes  of  treason  and  murder,  and  alluding 
to  the  eviedence  of  Dugdale,  he  concluded 
his  speech  with  these  words :  **  I  do.  profess 
to  your  lordships,  in  the  presence  of  Almighty 
God,  that  if  I  could  immediately,  by  the  death 
of  this  impudent  fellow  Dugdale,  who  hath 
done  me  so  much  wrong,  make  myself  the 
greatest  man  in  the  world  that  is  or  ever  ws^ 
I  profess  before  God,  I  would  not.     I  cannot 
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say  my  charity  is  so  great,  but  that  I  should  be 
glad  to  see  him  suffer  those  punishments,  which 
the  law  can  inflict  upon  him  for  his  crimes ; 
but  his  death  I  would  not  have.     Blood  is  so 
great  a  crime,  and  I  know  every  man  is  so 
careful  of  giving  his  voice  in  the  case  of  blood, 
I  should  be  very  cautious  myself:  and  if  I 
were  a  judge,  I  would  rather  save  twenty 
guilty,  than  condemn  one  innocent.     I  bless 
God  I  have  not  the  least  desire  of  the  death 
of  any  man,  and  would  not  for  all  the  world 
have  innocent  blood  lie  upon  me.** 
P,  i5«i,      ^t  the  conclusion  of  his  speech.  Lord  Staf- 
ford requested  to  be  allowed  to  have  the  use 
of  the  several  depositions,   which   had    been 
taken  against  him,  particularly  the   deposi- 
tions  of  Oates,  Dugdale,    and   Turberville ; 
for  the    purpose    of  comparing    their    ear- 
lier statements  with  the  evidence  given  by 
them  at  the  trial.     The  managers  protested 
against  this  application  as  irregular,  and  made 
only  for  delay.     If)  said  they,  the   witnesses 
have  contradicted  themselves,  and  this  can  be 
shewn  from  their  depositions,  the  accused  may 
produce  such  depositions  in  evidence ;  he  has 
had   ample  time  allowed  him  for  procuring 
copies  of  any   informations,  which  he  may 
wish  to  use ;  but  now,  after  a  full  and  suffi- 
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cient  opportunity  of  prdcuriiig  copies,  to  call 
for  the  examinatipns  at  the  bar,  and  demand 
them  from  the ,  prosecutors  ea^  debitq  justitUBf 
is  contrary  to  the  established  practice,  and  not 
to  be  allowed.     The  accused  declared,  it'  was 
not  for  delay,  that  he  had  wished  to  .have  the, 
depositions,:  unfit  as  he  was.  to  manage  his  de. 
fence,  faint  and  weak  with .  speaking  so  long^ 
and  hardly  able  to  speak  any  longer,  yet  he 
earnestly  desired  to  finish  that  night, .  and  ta 
proceed  instantly,  if  he  could  procure  a  sight 
of  the  depositions.   ,  After  some  discussion,  .the  p.  \3^* 
Lords  made  an  order,  that  tbe^ir  journals,  which 
contained  some  of  the  informations,  should  be 
brought  before  them  for  the  use  of.  the  ac- 
cused;_  but  with  respect  to  the  supposed,  in-, 
formation  of  Turberville,  which  was,  said  to : 
have  been  taken  by  two  justices,  and  was  not. 
in  the  journals,  they  observed,  that  they  had , 
not  the  means  of  giving  any  assistance,  and ; 
could  not  make  any  order. 

The  Lord  High  Steward  proposed  at  the 
same  time  to  adjourn,  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  prisoner;  enquiring,  whether 
he  was  sure  that  he  could  be  ready  at  a  eer-. 
tain  hour  on  the  ensuing  morning.  "  Npt 
so  ready,"  answered  Lord  Sjkafibrd,  "asjl 
shall  by  the  next  day:  but  I  would  rather 
sink  down  in  the  place  were  I  stand,  than 
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put  oflT  the  trial.  Sir  W.  Jones  opposed  the 
respite  of  a  day.  The  Lord  High  Steward 
suggested,  that  a  single  day's  respite  might 
not  be  attended  with  inconvenience  i  and  that 
Lord  Strafford  had  two  whole  days  allowed 
him,  after  the  close  of  the  prosecution^  for  pre- 
paring his  answer.  "  My  Lords,"  said  Sir 
William  Jones,  <^  we  do  not  presume  at  &II  to 
otifer  onr  consent,  to  what  time  the  court  shall 
be  aty©urned."  "  No,**  observed  the  Lord 
High  Steward,  "  we  do  not  ask  your  cotisent." 
*•  And  I  hope,"  replied  Sir  William  Jones, 
"  your  Lordships  will  not  asfc  the  prisoner's 
consent,  nor  do  it  by  his  discretion."  Here 
the  Lord  High  Steward  repeated  with  empha- 
sis the  well-known  words  of  the  satirist —  ^*De 
morte  hominis  nan  est  curtctatio  hnga  /"  Still 
Sir  William  Jones  strenuously  opposed  the 
adjournment  for  a  second  day ;  and  at  length, 
against  the  pressing  suggestions  of  the  Lord 
High  Steward,  it  was  resolved  to  proceed  on 
the  following  morning.  This  is  another  in- 
stftnoe  of  the  harshness  a'hd  anrelenting  zeal, 
with  which  the  managers  pressed  on  the  pro- 
secution. [Note  D.] 
P.  1577.         On  the  third  day  of  the  trial,  before  the 

Third  davi  ,  /»  i       i-  /» 

Witnesses  on  the  part  of  the  defence  were  ex- 
akntned,  Dugdale  was  called  up  again,  and,  in 
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answer  to  questions  put  on  beHMtif  of  the  a«« 
cused,  said»  that  fifteen  or  sixteen  years  agoy 
when  he  first  heard  of  the  {dot  for  restoring 
the  cath(^c  religion,  ^  pi:eparation  was  ntadei' 
of  arms  and  men,  against  the  King's  death  l 
the  number  of  the  men  was  not  then  namedy 
but  of  late  he  had  heard  that  30,000  men  wew 
to  be  raised  beyond  sea;  and  some  of  l2ie 
priests  had  said,  that  if  there  was  occasion,  they 
should  have  at  least  ^00,000,  all  catholics^  aft 
in  arms,  to  assist  them  ^  that  fifteen  or  nxteen 
years  ago,  when  he  heard  of  the  plot,v  he  did  not 
bear  of  Lord  Stafibrd  being  among  thetn.  He 
still  persisted  in  saying,  that  Lord  Staflbrd  had 
first  spoken  to  him  at  TixaU,  Lord  Aston^tf 
place,  about  the  end  of  August  or  beginning  of 
September,  1(578,  but  could  not  say  positively 
which  of  the  two  months,  and  affirmed  that 
he  had*  not,  on  the  trial  of  Sir  G.  Wahefman, 
sworn  it  to  have  been  in  August 

To  contradict  this  latter  part  of  hii(  state-  P.  ijss. 
nient,  the  Marchioness  of  Winchester,  stiidihd 
daughter  of  Sir  G.  Blount,  proved,  that  they 
were  present  at  Sir  G.  Wakeman^s  trial,  and 
that  Dugdale  then  swore  positively,  that  the 
Consultation  at  Tixall,  when  Lord  Stafford  was 
present,  took  place  in  August  In  addition 
to  this,  three  witnesses  proved  that  Lord  Staf* 
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ford  was  from  the  17th  of  August  to  the  2cl 
of  September  not  at  Tixall,  but  at  Bath, 
whence  he  paid  visits  to  the  Marquis  of  Win- 
Chester  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  that  on  the 
2d  of  Sejptember  he  went  .  to  London  :  he 
was  not  at  Tixall  before  the  I2th  of  Sep- 
tember. [Note  E.] 
P.  1387*  On  being  re-examined  as  to  the  offer  of  500/. 
from  Lord  Stafford,  Dugdale  asserted  again, 
that  Lord  Stafford  offered  him  that  sum  in  his 
lodging  chamber  at  Tixall  on  the  20th  or  21st 
of  September,  one  morning  before  he  went  to . 
see  a  race ;  that  Lord  Stafford  sent  his  page  for 
him,  and,,  on  his  entering  the  chamber,  dismiss- 

P  1  J8d  ^^  ^^  P^ff®*  To  contradict  this  account  given 
by  Dugdale,  a  person  of  the  name  of  Fumese, . 
(Lord  Aston's  page)  was  called,  who  stated,  that 
he  remembered  the  day  of  the  race  j  that,  on 
that  morning,  Lord  Stafford  did  not  first  send 
for  Dugdale,  but  Dugdale  applied  through  the 
witness  to  be  allowed  to  speak  to  Lord  Staf- 
ford, having  a  request  to  make,  that  he  would 
ask  Lord  Aston  for  his  permission  to  go  to  the 
race :  that  he  mentioned  this  to  Lord  Stafford, 
who  desired  Dugdale  to  come  into  the  room. 
The  witness  then  stated  what  passed  in  the 
room  between  Lord  Stafford  and  Dugdale,, 
which  related  only  to  Dugdale's  going  to  the 
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race,  and  that  he  was  in  the  chamber  the  whole 
of  the  time  with  Dugdale,  and  continued  there 
some  time  after  Dugdale  had  left  the  room, 
and  was  not  during  any  part  of  the  time  desired 
to  quit  the  chamber. 

It  will  be  remembered,  that  Dugdale,  in  one 
part  of  his  evidence  on  his  first  examination, 
swore  that  he  had  given  up  an  estate,  of  the 
value  of  400/.,  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging 
the  design,  and  that  he  had  promised  to  add 
a  hundred  pounds  more.  The  evidence  of  P.  1394. 
Sawyer  applied  to  this,  and  to  another  part  of 
his  statement  also,  in  which  he  swore  to  his 
having  been  acquainted  with  a  plot  for  fifteen 
or  sixteen  years.  Sawyer  stated,  that  Dugdale 
left  Lord  Aston's  house  for  debt,  the  latter  end 
of  November  or  beginning  of  December,  I678, 
and  was  then  taken  up  by  the  watch,  and  car- 
ried before  two  justices  at  Tixall,  (Sir  Walter 
Bagott  and  Mr.  Kinnersley,)  who  were  about 
to  commit  him  to  prison.  The  witness  saw 
Dugdale  in  this  situation,  and  Dugdale  desired 
him  to  go  to  Lord  Aston,  and  beg  him  to  own 
him  as  his  servant,  for  that  he  was  so  much  in 
debt,  he  should  else  be  undone  for  ever.  The 
witness  was  going  to  Lord  Aston  for  this  pur- 
pose; but  in  the  mean  time  another  person,  of 
the  name  of  Philips,  told  the  witness,  he  had 

VOL.  I.  D   D 
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heard  Lord  Aston  declare^  he  would  not  own 
him  as  his  servant,  for  that  it  was  his  (Dug* 
dale's)  own  act  and  deed.  The  witness  inform* 
ed  Dugdale  of  this,  upon  which  Bugdale  rose 
up,  and  swore,  he  would  be  revenged  on  Lord 
Aston,  if  ever  it  should  be  in  his  power.  The 
witness  saw  Dugdale  three  or  four  days  before 
he  began  to  peach,  and  mentioned  to  him,  that 
it  was  reported  he  would  be  a  peacher :  Dug- 
dale  took  up  a  glass,  and  with  an  oath,  said, 
^*  I  wish  this  may  be  my  damnation  and  my 
poison,  if  I  know  of  any  plot  or  any  priests/' 
"  I  ask  you  then,  (said  the  Lord  High 
Steward,)  if  you  thought  him  an  honest  man  or 
a  rich  man  ?*' 

**  No,  truly,  my  lords,  for  I  will  tell  you  more 
than  that.  My  Lord  Aston  employed  him  to 
be  his  baili£^  to  receive  his  rents,  and  pay  the 
workmen  their  wages/'— The  witness  then 
stated  instances  of  his  receiving  money  from 
Lord  Aston  on  account  of  the  workmen,  and 
withholding  it  from  the  workmen,  who  com- 
plained  to  Lord  Aston, 
p.  1397.  Philips,  the  parson  of  the  parish  of  Tixall, 
stated,  th^t  Dugdale  had  urged  him,  and  at 
last  prevailed  upon  him,  to  request  Lord  Aston 
to  own  Dugdale  as  his  servant ;  for,  if  Lord 
Aston  would  not  own  him,  he  did  not  know 
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wbtt  to  do  with  hitnsdf  j  but  if  Lord  Aston, 
would  own  him»  he  might  be  free  from  the  gaol 
and  the  oaths,  and  escape  the  troubles  which 
were  upon  him«  Lord  Aston  replied,  ''  It) 
was  his  own  act  and  deed»  and  that  he  wwld 
have  nothing  to  do  widi  him:  the  justiiies 
mi^ht  do  what  they  chose  with  him."  In  a  P-  1447. 
bufcer  stage  of  the  trial,  Dugdale  admitted,  in. 
answer  to  a  question  from  the  Lord  High 
Steward,  that  he  was  in  custody  for  d^t,: 
when  he  made  his  first  affidavit 

Sir  Walter  Bagott^  a  justice  of  the  peaces  p.  1397. 
proved*  th^t  wh^n  Dugdale  was  brought  be- 
fore him  in  custody*  on  suspicion  of  being 
engaged  in  the  plot,   he  took  the  oath,  of 
adOegiaiK^  and  supremacy,  and  being  pressed 
to  d^lare  what  hae  knew,  denied  ^  know-> 
l£N%e  of  the  plot    Mr.  Kinneraley,  who  wasr  p.  1359. 
present  at  the  aame  time,  proved  the  &ame 
fyet$*    Sir  Thos.  Whitgrave,  another  justiice,. 
examined  Dugdale  about  the  end  of  Novem- 
ber or  beginning  of  December,  I678,  while 
he  waa  und^  arrest    ^*  I  told  him,''  said  the 
witoess*   <*  be  might  do  himself  a  kindness, 
s^rve  God*  and  oblige  his  King  and  his  coun- 
try ;  I  am  confident  you  know  of  this  horrid 
jiot ;  do  not  stifle  your  conscience  with  any 
oadi  of  secrecy,  but  let  it  come  out.   Many^  I 
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told  him,  strained  their  consciences,  to  serve 
their  interest ;  but  you  may  cleai*  your  con- 
science, and  at  the  same  time  promote  your 
own  true  interest"  He  replied,  as  he  hoped 
to  be  saved,  he  knew  nothing  of  it. 

p.  1400.  Three  witnesses,  Robinson,  Morrall,  and 
Holt,  were  called  to  prove  that  Dugdale  had 
endeavoured  to  persuade  them  to  swear  falsely 
against  the  prisoner.  (Note  F.)  Robinson 
stated,  that  he  had  known  Dugdale  about  five 
years ;  he  met  him  about  Midsummer,  l679r 
in  London;  Dugdale  took  him  to  a  public 
house  and  treated  him,  and  asked  him  what 
made  him  so  dejected.  The  witness  answered, 
he  was  not  well,  and  poorer  than  he  used  to 
be.  Dugdale  told  him,  he  should  not  want 
money  while  he  had  any,  and  if  he  (the  wit-^ 
ness)  would  be  ruled  by  him,  he  would  fur- 
nish him  with  money.  He  told  the  witness,  he 
coidd  put  him  in  a  way  to  get  money,  if  he 
would  come  in  as  an  evidence  against  Lord 
Stafford.  The  witness  said,  he  did  not  know 
Lord  Stafford.  And  after  he  had  said  so, 
Dugdale  offered  him  money,  to  be  a  witness. 

P.  1403.  Morrall  said,  he  had  known  Dugdale  for 
twelve  years ;  that  in  August,  1679)  Dugdale 
mentioned  the  plot  to  him,  saying,  <<  You  know 
as  much  of  the  plot  as  myself."  «*  I  told  him," 
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said  the  witness,  "  I  was  innocent  of  the 
thing."  He  repeated  with  an  oath,  that  I 
knew  as  much  as  himself.  Then,  said  I,  if  you 
know  no  more  than  I  do,  you  know  no  more 
than  my  Lord  Mayor's  great  horse.  On  this, 
DugdaJe  took  the  witness  aside.  "  Come,"  said 
he,  "  you  are  a  poor  man,  and  live  poorly  j  I 
can  put  you  in  a  way,  whereby  you  may  live  '  '^ 
gallantly.  I  will  give  you  fifly  pounds,  if  you 
will  swear  against  Mr.  Howard  and  several 
other  gentlemen  of  the  country,  and  fifty 
pounds  more,  when  the  thing  is  done.*' 
**  What  were  you  to  swear  ?"  asked  the  Lord 
High  Steward.  "  That  they  were  at  such  a 
meeting  at  Mr.  Aston's,  upon  the  conspiracy 
of  the  plot."  Holt  stated,  that  Dugdale  had  P.1403. 
;sent  for  him,  and  when  he  saw  him,  told  him 
privately,  that  if  he  would  swear,  that  Walter 
Moore  had  carried  Evers  away,  he  (Dugdale) 
.would  give  him  forty  pounds.  '  -'   ' 

An  information  was  read  out  of  the  Journals 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  which  Dugdale  had 
.made  before  two  magistrates,  (Mr.  Laiie  and 
Mr.  Vernon,)  on  the  24th  of  December,  I678. 
The  informant  at  that  time  said  not  a  word  as 
4x>  the  consultation  at  Tixall,  or  the  resolution 
to  kill  the  King ;  not  a  word  as  to  the  offer  of 
j500/.  from  Lord  Stafford,  or  as  to  Lord  Staf- 
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ford's  proposal  to  him  to  kill  the  King  ;^iior  a 
*word  as  to  the  avowal  of  Lord  Stafford's  enmity 
i^ainst  the  King.  These  were  among  tiie 
wrongest  and  most  striking  parts  of  his  cvi- 
dmce  at  the  trial ;  but  it  is  remarkable,  that 
Qin  each  of  them  the  information  was  entirely 
jsilent 

p.  1425,  To  contradict  Uiat  part  of  Turbervifle's 
evidence,  in  which  he  spoke  of  his  having  seen 
Jjoid  Stafford  at  his  house  in  Paris,  when  he 
was  confined  by  the  gout  and  had  his  foot  on 
a  stool,  two  servants  of  Lord  Staffi>rd  wwe 
called.  They  stated,  thatliiey  were  with  their 
mast^  at  Paris  j  that  they  did  not  once  see 
Turberville ;  that  Lord  Stafford  had  not  tlie 
gout  during  his  stay  at  Paris,  nor  was  he  ill  any 
part  of  the  time,  nor  had  his  foot  on  a  stool; 
n<^  had  he  the  gout  for  six  or  seven  years^ 
while  they  were  in  liis  service, 

P.  1426.  Turberville's  information  wsus  tiien  read, 
bearing  date  the  9th  of  November,  1680,  which 
was  some  days  after  Lord  Stafford's  conmut- 
inent  to  the  Tower.  The  principal  jxxixCs,  in 
whidi  the  information  vaxied  from  tt^  evi- 
dence given  by  the  witness  at  tiie  <aiai,  are 
these :  tiiat,  in  the  information^  he  stated  he 
had  been  witii  Lord  Stafford  at  Paris  fbr  three 
weeks,  bat  at  the  trial  he  said,  he  was  wi& 
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him  two  we0ks  j  at  the  trial  he  stated,  that 
Lord  Stafford  had  written  a  letter  to  inform 
him  of  his  intention  to  sail  from  Calais  instead 
of  Dieppe,  but  in  the  information  he  did  not 
mention  the  letter,  stating  the  fact  in  this 
manner,  « that  he  (the  informant)  went  before 
to  Dicyppe,  the  Lord  Stafford  went  with  Count 
Grammont  by  Calais,  and  sent  this  informant 
orders  to  go  for  England,  and  attend  his  Lwd- 
ship  at  London."  He  stated  also  in  the  in- 
formation, that  on  his  return  to  England  Lady 
Pdwis  and  Earl  Powis,  and  all  the  rest  who 
had  encouraged  him  to  go,  became  his  utter 
enemies,  threatening  to  take  away  his  life, 
and  to  get  his  brother  to  disinherit  him ;  which 
last,  he  added,  had  been  compassed  against 
him* 

Three  witnesses  proved,  that  Lord  Staftbrd  P- 1*24. 
sailed  from  Dieppe,  not  from  Calais,    A  wit- 
ness  also  proved,  that  Turberville,  on  his  re- 
turn to  England  from  Douay,  came  to  Lord 
Powis's  house,  had  his  bed  there,  and  was  welt 
received :  he  mentioned  also  a  circumstance,  to  P-  ^^^®- 
show  that  Lord  Powis  must  have  known  of  his 
being  in  the  house.     Turberville's  brother  P-i429. 
was  then  called,  and  he  stated,  that  Turber- 
ville's  friends  assisted  him  on  his  return  to 
England,  and  were  not  angry  with  him,  nor  at 
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any  time  gave  him  an  angry  word,  nor  forbade 
him  their  houses.  He  appealed  to  the  witness 
(Turberville,)  for  the  truth  of  this  statement, 
6cc.  to  which  Turbervillc  replied,  «♦  These  are 
people  that  take  not  the  oaths  of  supremacy 
and  allegiance,  and  therefore  are  not  fit  to  be 
witnesses."  "  Now,"  observed  Lord  Stafford, 
**  your  Lordships  see  what  a  villain  he  is/' 
[Note  G.] 
p.  1434.  "  On  the  opening  of  the  fourth  day,  the 
4th  day.     |^^j,j  nigY^  Steward  recapitulated  the  evidence, 

which  Lord  Stafford  had  produced  on  the 
preceding  day,  and  stated  the  substance,  as 
Lord  Stafford  himself  acknowledged,  with 
great  fairness  and  truth.  Witnesses  for  the 
defence  were  then  called, 
p.  1436.  Porter  stated,  that  Turberville  had  said  to: 
him,  about  a  year  before  the  trial,  at  Lord 
Powis's,  how  much  concerned  he  was  that 
Lord  Powis  should  be  troubled  about  the  plot ; 
for  he  verily  believed,  that  neither  he  nor  the 
rest  of  the  lords  were  in  the  plot,  and  the  wit- 
nesses who  swore  against  him,  he  believed,- 
were  perjured,  and  could  not  believe  anything 
of  it.  The  witness  told  him,  that  if  there  was 
such  a  thing  ias  a  plot,  he  (Turberville),  having 
been  beyond  sea,  must  certainly  know  of  it ; 
on  which  Turberville  said,  as  he  hoped  for. 
salvation  he  knew  nothing  of  it,  neither  directly 


LORD   VISCOUNT   STAFFORD*  409 

t>r  indirectly,  against  the  King  or  against  the 
^vemment  Turberville  added,  that  although 
he  was  low  and  his  friends  would  not  look 
upon  him,  yet  he  hoped  God  would  not  so  de- 
f;ert  him  as  to  let  him  swear  against  innocent 
persons,  and  forswear  and  damn  himself.  Tur- 
berville said  the  same  at  three  different  times 
and  three  different  places. 

Q.  —  How  came  he  to  say,  he  hoped  God 
would  never  so  forsake  him,  &c.  He  was  not 
before  called  to  be  a  witness. 

A.  —  Some  of  his  friends  said,  they  were 
fearful  of  him,  in  regard  he  was  reduced  to 
poverty. 

Q.  —  Who  were  f earfol  ? 

A.  —  His  brother  and  sister. 

Q.  —  Did  he  notice  to  you,  that  they  were 
afraid  he  would  come  in  ? 

A.  —  Yes.  Turberville  told  me  himself  i  that 
they  heard  he  would  come  in. 

Yalden,  a  barrister  of  Gray's  Inn,  said  he  p.  1437. 
knew  Turberville,  and,  in  a  conversation  with 
him  on  the  state  of  the  times,  he  cried  out, 
^*  There  is  now  no  trade  good  but  that  of  a 
discoverer :  but  the  devil  take  the  Duke  of 
York,  Monmouth,  plot  and  all,  for  I  know 
nothing  of  it.*' 

Oates  was  called  up  again,  and  some  ques-  P.  1459. 
tions  put  at  tbe  desire  of  Lord  Stafford.     The 
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foUowing  examination  affords  a  tolerable  spe- 
cimen of  Oates's  evasive  manner  of  answering* 

L.  Stafford.  ~*  The  witness  said*  that  he^ 
being  a  minister  of  the  church  of  England^  did 
seemingly  go  oyer  to  the  church  of  Rome^  or 
some  such  words;  I  desire  he  may  answer 
that  first. 

Gates.  —  Yes,  I  did  say^  I  did  but  seemr 
ingly  go  over* 

L.  Stafford.  ^-«  I  desire  to  know,  whether 
he  was  really  a  papist^  or  did  but  pretend  ? 

Gates.  — *  I  did  only  pretend  :  I  was  not 
really  one»  I  declare  it. 

L.  Stafford.  —  He  is  called  Dr.  Gates :  I 
beseech  your  Lordships  to  ask  him^  whether  he 
were  a  Doctor  made  at  the  universities  here, 
or  abroad  ? 

Gates. —  My  Lords,  if  your  Lordships 
please^  any  matter  that  is  before  your  Lord- 
ships, I  will  answer  to  it ;  but  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  not  call  me  to  account  for  all 
the  actions  of  my  life.  Whatever  evidence  is 
before  your  Lordships,  I  will  justify. 

L.  Stafford.  —  He  is  called  a  Doctor,  and 
I  would  know,  whether  he  did  never  declare 
upon  his  oath,  that  he  took  the  degree  at 
Salamanca  ? 
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Oatjcs.  -^  My  Lordly  I  am  not  aduoned  of 
any  thing  I  have  said  or  done ;  I  own  what  is 
entered  aa  my  oath  before  your  Lordsh^s^  and 
am  ready  to  answer  it;  but  I  am  not  at  ail 
iyound  to  say^  what  does  not  at  all  ccmoem  this 
business. 

L.  Stafford.  -^  I  say,  my  Lords>  it  is  en<- 
tered  upon  your  Lordships'  bodks»  that  he 
did  swear  at  the  council,  he  was  at  Madrid 
with  Don  John  of  Austria ;  I  would  know  c€ 
him,  whether  he  did  so? 

Oates.  —  My  Lords,  I  would  have  my 
Lord  to  propose  the  question  to  the  court  of 
Peers. 

L.  H,  Steward.  —  Have  you  sworn  any 
thing  of  Don  John  of  Austria  ? 

'Gates.  —  My  Lords,  I  refer  myself  to  the 
council-book. 

L.  Stafford.  —  I  beseech  your  Lordships, 
I  may  have  that  book  ? 

L.  H.  Steward.  —  I  believe  it  is  in  the  nar- 
rative. If  you  will  not  acknowledge  it,  we 
must  stay  till  the  journal  is  brought. 

Oates.  —  My  Lords,  if  your  Lordships 
please,  I  will  repeat  as  well  as  I  can,  what  was 
said  at  the  council-table ;  but  I  had  rather  the 
council-book  were  fetched,  because  I  am 
upon  my  oath.     But,  my  Lords,   I   always 
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thought  the  coundUbook  is  no  record  upon 
any  man. 

L.  Stafford.  —  I  desire  it  may  be  pro- 
duced, or  he  own  that  he  said  so, 

L.  H.  St£Ward.  —  What  you  said  at  the 
council-table  you  said  upon  your  oath,  and  it 
is  lawful  to  lay  it  before  you. 

Oates.  —  But  if  your  Lordships  please,  as 
to  what  was  said,  at  the  council-table,  if  my 
Xiord  will  bring  any  one  viva  voce  to  swear 
what  was  said  by  me  there,  that  will  make 
something. 

L.  H.  Steward.  —  That  may  be  material, 
as  he  says,  that  your  Lordship  should  bring 
somebody  to  swear,  he  said  so ;  for  the  clerks 
may  mistake  him. 

L.  Stafford.  —  If  your  Lordships  please 
that  the  book  may  be  sent  for,  I  will  make 
it  out. 

Sir  W.  Jones.  —  It  could  not  be  read,  if  it 
were  here. 

L.  H.  Steward.  —  If  the  clerks  will  swear 

what  is  in  the  books,  it  may. 

*  •       ■      •  «  # 

P.  14*3.  L.  Stafford.  —  He  says,  he  feigned  to  be 
a  papist,  when  he  was  not ;  and  that  they 
shewed  him  presently  all  my.letters.  Did  he 
Jceep  any  one  of  my  letters  ? 
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L.  H,  Steward.  —  Have  you  any  one  of  my 
Lord's  letters  by  you  ? 

Oates.  —  My  Lords,  I  could  not  keep  any 
letters  sent  to  the  fathers.  I  had  a  sight  of 
them ;  but  none  of  them  to  my  particular 
use. 

L.  Stafford.  —  Does  he  know  my  hand  ? 
Did  he  ever  see  it  in  his  life  ? 

Oates.  —  Yes.  I  do  know  his  hand.  I 
believe  I  have  a  letter  of  my  Lord's  by  me^ 
but  not  about  me ;  —  it  is  of  no  concern ;  —  I 
am  sure,  1  have  one  of  my  Lord  Arundel's. 

L.  Stafford.  —  But  he  says,  he  has  a  let- 
ter of  mine.    Let  him  show  one  of  my  letters. 

Oates.  —  He  writes  a  mixed  hand.  I  think 
it  is  but  an  indifferent  one. 

L.  Stafford.  —  So  many  commissions,  and 
so  many  letters,  as  are  spoken  of,  —  and  not 
one  to  be  found  or  produced ! 

L.  H.  Steward.  —  Can  yoii  send  for  the 
letter? 

Oatks.  —  My  Lords,  I  am  not  certain  of 
that 

L.  H.  Steward.  —  Where  did  you  see  my 
Lord  write  ? 

Oates.  —  AtFenwick's,  my  Lords,  when 
I  carried  the  letter  to  the  post. 
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L,  Stafford*  r-  How  ofteiv  bath  be  seen 
me  at  Fenwick's  ? 
Oates.  —  My  Lords,  not  above  twice,  if 

twice. 

#  .  #  •  •  # 

p  1445.  L.  H.  Steward.  — ^"Did  you,  wben  you  had 
a  sight  of  these  letters  at  St.  Omers,  take  any 
notes  out  of  them  ? 

Oates.  •<**-  What  notes  I  did  take,  if  I  did 
take  any,  I  have  not  now  in  being ;  but  I  do 
not  remember  that  I  did  take  wy.  If  they 
had  known,  that  I  had  taken  notes  out  of 
their  papers,  it  would  have  been  prejudicial 

to  me^  and  endangered  my  life. 

•  •  •  •  • 

P.  1447.  L.  Stafford.  —  My  Lords,  Dn  Oates  says, 
I  offered  him  half  a  crown,  and  he  refused  ij; : 
I  call  Ellen  Rigby  to  prove,  he  was  so  poor, 
he  asked  me  for  sixpence. 

OATESt  —  I  will  save  ray  Lord  the  trouble 
of  proving  any  such  thing.  My  Lord  Staf- 
ford says,  I  was  a  poor  man,  and  had  not  six- 
pence in  my  pocket.  I  can  make  it  appear  to 
the  house  of  Lords,  that  sometime,  since  I  cpme 
in  upon  this  discovery,  I  have  not  bad  two* 
pence  in  my  pocket,  and  sometimes  not  six- 
pence ;  but  a  man's  poverty  is  no  objection 
against  his  honesty. 
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L.  Stafford. —-Theiiy  my  Lords^  pray  aalc 
him,  whether  he  did  not  swear  at  a  former 
trial,  he  had  spent  6  or  700/.  mcore  than  he 
got? 

L.  H,  Steward.  -»•  Did  you  say  at  a  former 
trial,  you  were  5  or  600/*  out  of  pocket  ? 

OAT£d. — My  Lords,  I  will  satisfy  thi$  House 
what  I  said.  My  Lords,  I  had  a  friend  of 
mine  presented  me  with  a  100/. ;  I  name  not 
his  name,  but,  if  that  be  questioned,  he  is  a 
Peer  of  this  House,  and  will  justify  it  ^  I  had 
100/.  for  my  narrative ;  I  had  100/.  for  taking 
some  Jesuits ;  I  had,  for  some  other  cqpdes  that 
I  printed,  a  matter  of  50  or  60/.  And  now  I 
can  make  it  appear,  that,  as  to  thoae  sums 
which  I  received  in  gross,  I  have  spent  them 
all  and  more  in  this  service ;  for  I  have  none 
of  the  money  now  by  me. 

L.  Stafford.  —  He  makes  out  but  3^0/, 
and  he  swore  he  was  out  of  pocket  700L: 
but  he  does  not  swear  a  tittle  true,  nor  is  any 
whit  to  be  believed. 

Oates.  «— -  If  you  ej^pect  I  should  prove  it, 
I  can  prove  it  now. 

Managers. — Be  quiet,  Dr.  Oates,  we  will 
do  you  right  anon. 

Part  of  Oates^s  examination,  which  had  been  P.  i4i5. 
taken  before  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  31st 
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of  October,  1678,  was  read  in  evidence.  It 
was  in  these  words,  "  The  Lord  Chancellor,, 
by  directions  of  the  House,  informed  Oates» 
that  the  Lords  expect  not  his  entering  into  par- 
ticular circumstances,  but  if  there  be  particu- 
lar persons  concerned,  of  what  quality  soever 
they  be,  the  House  expected,  he  should  name 
them ;  but  he  named  none  but  those  he  had 
mentioned  in  his  narrative^  nor  could  name 
any  other  person." 

.  L.  Stafford. — Atthat  time  he  said,  he  knew 
no  persons  .more  than,  he  had  discovered;  and 
afterwards  did  he  not  accuse  the  Queen,  and 
several  others?  If  he  said  tru^  he  then 
knew  nobody  more  ^  if  nol^  he  is  foresworn.  . 

Sir  W.  Jones.  —  Pray,  prove  he  did  accuse 
the  Queen !  . 

However,  it  was  afterwards  admitted,  that 

he  had  at  a  later  period  accused  the  Queen  ; 

and  this  is  to  be  taken  as  an  undisputed  fact 

in  the  case.    [Note  H.] 

Evidence       The  managers  produced  evidence  in  reply, 

in  reply.  .  /*  i  .  i 

With  a  view  to  confirm  the  testimony  and  sup- 
port the  character  of  their  own  witnesses,  as 
well  as  to  impeach  the  character  of  some:  of 
the  witnesses  dn  the  opposite  side., 
p.  1449.  First,  the  managers  produced  evidence  in 
support  of  Dugdale.  Two  witnesses,  Hanson 
and  Ansell,  were  called  to  prove,  that  they  had 
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seen  Lord  Stafford  and  Dugdale  together  at 
Tixall,  about  two  years  before.  They  heard 
nothing  pass  between  them.-  One  witness  could 
not  say^  whether  it  was  in  summer  or  wiriter : 
Dugdale  called  him  to  Lord  Stafford,  ih' con- 
sequence of  which  he  went  to  Lord  Stafford^ 
and  when  he  returned.  Lord  Stafford  arid 
Dugdale  were  together  at  the  parlour  door. 
The  other  witness,  as  he  passed  through  the 
court-yard,  saw  Lord  Stafford- and' Dugdale 
walking  together,  but  could^not  say  how  long '  • 
they  were  together,  and  did  not  hear  any  dis- 
course  between  them.  * 

Witnesses  were  called  to  prove  the  precise  P.  1455. 
date,  and  earliest  report,  of  Sir  Edmondbury 
Godfrey's  death  j  a  point,  upon  which  some 
imputation  had  been  thrown  on  DugdaleJ  The 
evidence  on  this  subject  has  been  omitted,  in 
the  above  statement  of  the  case,  as  immaterial 
and  irrelevant :  for  the  same  reason,  the  evi- 
dence.in  reply  will  not  be  noticed. 

To  imp^ch  the  character  of  Robinson,  Mr.  P.  1457. 
Bootii,  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  Earl  of  Macclesfield,  were  called.  The 
former  stated  that  Robinson  was  loose  in  his - 
habits,  profane  and  atheistical  in  his  conveirs^ 
ation,:  and  that  he  was  reputed  to  be  a  no- 
torious cheat   The  Earl  of  Macclesfield  men- 

VOL.  I.  E  E 
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tioned  a  traiisactiof),  in  which  Robinson  had 
been  guilty  of  fraud.  Lord  Stafford  here  as- 
sured the  House,  that  if  he  had  known  Robin- 
son to  have  been  a  m»i  of  bad  diaracter,  he 
would  not  have  called  him  as  a  witness ;  at  the 
same  time  observing,  that  if  Dugdale  knew 
him  to  be  a  cheating  fellow,  he  might  think 
him  the  more  likely  to  take  money  to  forswear 

p.  1460.  himself.  A  witness,  of  the  name  of  Rawliiis, 
stated,  that  Holt  passed  for  a  lewd,  loose, 
drunken  fellow ;  and  that  he  knew  no  harm  of 

P.  1 478.  Dugdale.  Launder  gave  the  same  account  of 
Holt.  Thome  proved,  that  Morral  was  a  man 
of  indifferent  character. 

R1461.  A  witness  was  allowed  to  prove,  that,  on 
some  former  trial,  the  steward  of  Lord  Bel- 
lasis  bad  offered  him  a  bribe  of  7CH)A»  if  be 
would  give  false  evidence  against  Bugdale. 

p.  1465.  Two  women,  Elizabeth  and  Ai^ne  Eld,  the 
persons  iBentioned  by  Dugdale  as  having  as- 
sisted  him  in  burning  the  letters  on  the  Popish 
plot,  proved,  that,  at  the  time  of  his  qiiittbig 
3taffi)rdshh'e,  he  desired  them  to  buira  some 
bundles  of  papers,  saying,  at  the  same  tim^ 
that  the  times  were  troublesome,  and  he  would 
not  have  all  his  papers  seen.  Whether  they 
were  letters,  the  witnesses  could  not  say :  diey 
mi^  be  the  accounts  of  the  house.     One  di 
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the  witnesses  asked,  if  she  should  burn  a  book, 
which  was  not  thrown  into  the  fire  with  the 
rest  of  the  papers ;  Dugdale  said,  *^  No, 
there  is  ho  treason  in  it.*'  —  "  Was  there  any 
thing  of  treason  in  the  others  ?"  asked  ih^ 
witaess.  "  Da  ypu  think  there  is  ?*'  replied 
Dngdale.  The  same  witness  stated,  that  Dug* 
dale,  on  one  occasion,  in  Staffordshire,  took  up 
a  glass,  saying,  <<  I  wish  this  may  be  my  damn- 
ation, and  that'I  may  sink  in  the  place  where 
I  stand,  if  I  know  any  thing  of  the  plot*' 

Three  witnesses.  Noble,  College,  and  Boson,  P.  i465. 
proved,  that  Dugdale  had  m^de  a  demand  on 
Lord  Stafford,  long  after  his  imprisonment, 
only  a  few  weeks  before  the  trial ;  he  stated  it 
to  be  a  demand  on  an  unsettled  account; 
Lord  Staffinrd's  answer  was,  that  he  would  send ' 
for  Dugdale  in  a  short  time,  as  soon  as  he  could 
have  the  advice  of  a  friend,  to  whom  he  had 
entrusted  ail  his  books.  The  amount  of  the 
demand  was  represented  by  Dugdale  to  be  at 
least  SOOA 

Whitby,  a  justice  of  the  peace,-  qalled  to 
speak  to  Dugdale's  character,  said,  he  had,  in 
his  dealings  with  him,  always  found  him  honest, 
and  never  heard  the  contrary.  Southall,  a 
coroner  of  the  county  of  Stafford,  said,  Dugdale 
had  always,  till  of  Jiate,  borne  a  good  rqmtation* 
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P.  H7a  Southall  gave  a  full  account  of  the  circum- 
stances, under  *which  Dugdale  made  his  first 
discovery.  The  witness  saw  him  at  StaflTord  on 
the  23d  of  December,  I678,  when  he  informed 
him,  that  a  plot  had  been  discovered  in  Lon- 
don,  and  communicated  to  him  his  suspicions, 
that  part  of  the  plot  had  been  acted  at  TixaU^ 
and  that,  as  he  (Dugdale)  had  the  manage- 
ment of  the  household  of  Lord  Aston,  he 
must  necessarily  know  sometliidg  of  the  plot: 
Dugdale  looked  earnestly  at  him,  but  an- 
swered nothing.  Southall  conjured  him,  on 
his  duty  as  a  subject,  and  on  his  oath  of  al- 
legiance, to  speak,  aud  declare  all  he  knew. 
Dugdale  paused  awhile :  then  asked,  how  he 
should  be  secure  of  his  life,  if  he  niade  a  dis- 
covery. Southall  assured  him,  that  the  King 
had  in  his  proclamation  promised  a  pardon. 
^<  But  you  have  only  a  short  time  for  making 
the  discovery ;  this  is  the  SSd ;  you  ought  to 
discover  before  the  25th."  Dugdale  stood 
pausing  awhile.  "You  need  not,'*  said 
Southall,  "question  His  Majesty's  griacidus 
promise ;  and  to  encourage  you,  there  is  not 
only  ah  assurance  of  pardon,  but  a  promise  of 
reward  of  200/."  Said  Dugdale,  « If  I  do 
discover  any  thing  of  my  knowlege,  I  matter 
not,  nor  do  I  desire.  His  Majesty's  money,  so. 
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I  may  be  secured  of  my  life."  Soutball  as- 
sured  him  that  he  would  take  special  care  of  his 
pardon,  and  promised  to  write  to  the  Lords 
in  his  behalf.  Dugdale  then  agreed  to  make 
a  discovery,  and  mentioned  some  particulars. 
But  Southall  said,  he  wished  him  not  to  say 
more  at  that  time.  On  the  day  ^  following 
Southall  communicated  what  had  passed  to 
Mr.  Lane  and  Mr.  Vernon,  two  justices,  who 
on  the  same  day  took  the  examination,  which 
has  been  before  mentioned. 

•  Q.— Do  you  remember^  asked  the  Lord  p.  1471. 
High  Steward,  what  he  mentioned  of  my 
Lord  Stafford  ?  what  he  said  of  him>  ? 
-  A. — Truly,  my  Lords,  I  can  only  tell  what 
he  said  at  the  first  examinatimi.  He  told  me, 
the  first  time  my  Lord  Stafford  spoke  with 
him  was  at  Tixall  Hall,  between  the  gate  and 
the^hall.  .  Lord  Stafford,,  going  into  the  hall; 
told  him,  it  was  a  hard  thing,  (or  to  that 
purpose,)  that  they  could  not  say  their 
prayers  but  in  private ;  and  after  told  him  the 
same  day  or  night,  that  they  had  some  work 
to  do,  and  he  might  (or  must  be)  instrn- 
mental  in  it.  This  was  the  effect  of  whati  he 
told  me,  passed  the  first  time.  Another  time, 
I  think  he  told  me,  he  was  to  have  500/.  to 
kill  the  King. 

£E  3 
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Q.— When  4id  he  tell  you  so  ? 

A. — Not  till  Captain  Lane  examined  him. 

Q,— -Did  he  swear  that  before  Vemoni  and 

Lane?.  . 

A. —  Yes,  he  did.    I  could  give  a  breviat^ 
of  what  he  swore  then. 

The  notes,  which  the  yritness  took  at  the 
examination  before  Lane  and  Vernon,  were 
then  produced  and  read.  They  agreed  in 
substance  with  the  greater  part  of  the  written 
examination  of  the  24th  of  December. 
P.  147S.  '  These  notes  contained  also  an  account, 
which  Dugdale  appears  to  have  given  to 
Southall  on  the  29th  of  December.  On  this 
last  occasion,  on  the  29th,  Dugdale  men- 
tioned the  500/. .  for  killing  the  King ;  some 
declarations  of  Lord  Stafford,  which  would 
show  that  he  used  £  vers  as  his  agent;  a  der 
claration  of  Lord  Stafford  to  this  effect,  that 
the  killing  of  the  King  was  the  only  means  of 
restoring,  the  Catholic  religion ;  and  a  letter 
from  Lord  Stafford  to  Evers,  respecting  the 
carrying  on  of  the  design  here  and  abroad^ 
It  must  not  escape  the  reader  that  not  on^ 
of  these  particulars  had  been  mentioned  by 
Dugdale  in  his  examination  before  Lane  and 
Vernon  on  the  24th  of  December,  when  he  was 
called  upon  to  make  a  full  and  complete  dis« 
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covery,  and  for  which  he  had  received  a  proi- 
mise  of  pardon. 

The  managers  then  produced  evidence  in 
support  of  TurberviUe. 

Mort  related  a  conversation,  which  had  P.  1475. 
passed  at  Paris  between  him  and  TurberviUe, 
in  which  the  latter  told  him  of  his  having 
been  introduced  by  his  brother  to  the  £ivor 
of  a  Lord,  and  that  he  was  to  go  over  with 
him  to  England  in  a  yacht  from  Dieppe! 
[Note  I.]  The  witness  and  he  went  to 
Dieppe  together,  and  waited  some  time  for 
the  vessel,  which  did  not  arrive.  In  about  a 
fortnight  after  they  came  to  Dieppe,  Turbeir^ 
ville  mentioned,  that  if  they  were  to  go  to. 
Calais,,  they  might  go  over  with  my  Lord.  They 
did  not  go  thither,  but  went  over  from  Dieppe. 
The  witness  also  stated,  that  TurberviUe,  as 
they  were  walking  together  in  Paris,  went  (a» 
he  said)  to  the  place  where  some  Lord  lodged : 
the  witness  could  not  remember  the  title,  but 
believed  it  to  be  the  Lord  Stafford. 

PoweU  stated,  that,  about  a  year  before  P.  1474. 
the  trial,  TurberviUe  told  him  he  had  much 
to  say  in  relation  to  the  plot,  but  did  not 
mention  any  particulars.  He  said  he  was 
afraid  he  should  not  have  encouragement 
enough  to  mention  them,   for  some  of  the 

£  £  4 
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witnesses  >  had  been  discouraged,  and  he  was 
afraid  he  should  be  so  too. 
P.  1475.         Arnold,  Hobly,  Matthews,  Seys,  and  Scuda- 
*  "'*'     more,  spoke  to  the  good  character  of  Tur-. 
.  berville.    Lord  Stamford  and  Lord  Lovelace 
proved,   that  they  had  seen  Lord  Stafford 
walk  lame  into  the  House  of  Lords  within 
the  period  of  the  last  seven  years, 
p.  1482.         The  Lord  High  Steward  here  enquired  of 
Lord  Stafford,  whether  he  was  near  the  con- 
clusion of  his  defeQce.    Lord  Stafford  com- 
plained of  illness  and  want  of  rest,  which  had 
nearly  disabled  him   from   proceeding   that 
night     "  But,"  said  he,  "  I  will  obey  your 
.  commands,  though  I  fall  down  at.  the  bar/' 
The  Lord  High  Steward  immediately  pro- 
posed an  adjournment,  which  was  not  opposed 
on  the  part  of  the  managers. 
P.  1483.         On  the  following  morning,  the  fifth  day  of 
5th  day.     ^^  ^^^^  hotd  Stafford  informed  the  House, 

that  vhe  had  been  just  furnished  with  the 
names  of  some  fresh  witnesses,  who  were  ma- 
terial for  his  defence,  and  desired  to  be  al- 
lowed to  call  some  persons,  for  the  purpose 
of  discrediting  the  witnesses,  who  had  been 
examined  by  the  managers  in  reply  to  his  de- 
P.1484.     fei^ce.     Sir  W.Jones  objected  to  this  course. 
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as  necessarily  leading'  to  most  inconvenient 
length,  and  perhaps  to  great  delay ;  and  in^ 
sisted;  that  the  rule  of  the  civil  law,  (/«  tes* 
tem^Jestes;  etinhos;  sed  no7i  daturtdtray) 
should  be  observed  on  this  occasion.  Lord 
Stafford  spoke  with .  great  feeling  in .  support 
of  his  application,  to  be  allowed  to  go  into 
further  evidence.  "  I  profess  to  Your  Lord- 
ships, if  I  were  alone  concerned,.  I  should 
not  have  moved  it :  but  when  I  consider  that 
my  wife  and  children  are  concerned,  I  hold 
myself  bound  by  the  duty,  which  I  owe  to 
God  and  to  them,  to  propose  this  to  Your 
Lordships.  I  am  pressed  to  it  by  my  wife 
just  now,  since  the  House  came  in.  I  pro- 
test before  God,  for  myself,  I  can  look  death 
in  the  j&ce  without  being  afraid;  but  when 
I  consider,  in  what  condition  I  shaU  leave 
my  wife  and  children,  it  moves  me.  I  am 
not  concerned  at  it  for  my  own  part,  for  I 
know  I  am  innocent;  but  I  cannot  forbear 
tears,  when  I  consider  them.  It  is  not  for 
myself^  I  take  God  Almighty  to  witness,  that 
I  weep.  I  could  be  content  to  speak  a  few 
words  to  Your  Lordships,  and  submit  to  your 
judgment,  and  take  my  death,  if  you  decree 
me  to  it    But  I  cannot  forbear  showing  my 
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gri^fy  when  I  consider  my  m{e  a&d  chUd^ 
ren." 

.  The  Lord  High  Steward  suggested^  that  it 
might  be  desirable  to  hear  the  proposed  evi-i 
dence ;  remarking,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
practice,  established  in  the  court  6f  Chancery, 
was,  to  examine  fresh  witnesses  to  the  credit 
of  other  witnesses,  and  also  to  examine  to  the 
credit  of  such  fresh-called  witnei^ses,  but  no 
further.  The  objection,  made  by  the  mana- 
gers, was  at  length  withdrawn  conditionally, 
^nd  the  witnesses  were  examined* 
Fresh  evU  On  the  subject  of  Southall's  character.  Lord 
defence?  Ferrcrs  said,  he  had  been  active  in  the  late 
p.  1492.  times  against  the  King,  and  was  considered 
ill-affected  to  the  government.  In  answer  to 
this  evidence,  the  managers  called  Lord  Brok^ 
who  said,  he  considered  Southall  to  be  an 
honest,  able  man;  and  a  member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  said,  he  had  found  him 
to  be  one  of  the  most  zealous  prosecutors  of 
Papists  in  the  county  of  Stafford, 
p.  I486.  The  evidence  being  now  closed  on  both 
sides.  Lord  Stafford  recapitulated  the  evi- 
dence, which  he  had  produced  in  his  de* 
p.  1495.  fence ;  and  $ir  W.  Jones  Replied  with  great; 
force  and  effect.  He  was  followed  by  Sergeant 
Maynard  and  Sir  Francis  Winnington. 
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TBe  Lord  High  Steward,  it  the  end  of  P- 1525. 
their  speeches,  reminded  them,  that  they  had 
not  noticed  an  objection,  which  Lord  Stafford 
had  taken  in  the  course  of  the  morning^ 
which  was  this,  that  witnesses,  who  swore 
for  money,  were  not  competent;  arid  that 
this  was  a  point  fit  to  be  spoken  to,  not  so 
much  for  the  weight  of  the  objection,  as  for 
the  satisfaction  of  the  auditory.  Sir  Frauds 
Winnington  upon  this  observed,  that  the  tak* 
ing  money  to  swear  had  not  been  proved: 
"let  him  prove  his  case  to  be  so,  and  then 
we  will  give  him  an  answer."— »"  My  Lord 
Stafford,'*  said  the  Lord  High  Steward,  "  if 
you  can  prove  that  they  have  had  money  to 
swear,  Your  Lordship  urges  that  which  will 
be  material :  but  if  it  were  only  money  to 
maintain  them,  that  sure  will  amount  to  no 
objection.*' 

Here  Lord  Stafford  pressed  again  to  have 
counsel  allowed ;  and  said,  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  that  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  House  of  Lords  had  at  a  conference 
adjudged  it  to  be  the  law  of  Parliament^ 
that  impeachments  should  continue  front 
Parliament  to  Parliament  The  Lord  High 
Steward  asked  the  managers  of  the  Com- 
mittee, what  objection  they  could  have  to 
the  assigning  of  counsel  for  the  purpose  of 
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arguing  objections  in  law.  Sir  William  Jones 
answered,  that  if  a  prisoner  ia  a  capital  case 
desire  counsel,  he  must  not  only  allege  mat- 
ter of  law,  but  that  which  he  alleges  must 
also  be  matter  of  some  doubt  to  the  Court,  and 
insisted^  that  not  one  of  the  points  now  urged 
had.  any  thing  doubtful  in  it.  Lord  Stafford 
suggesting,  that  cpun3el  were  ready  in  court 
to  argue  :  —  "if  they  be  so,"  said  the  Lord 
High  Steward,  addressing  himself  to  the 
managers,  "  what  hurt  can  there  be  in  hear- 
ing of  them.*-  —  "  My  Lords,"  said  Sir  Wil- 
liam Jones,  "  whether  you  will  hear  an  ar- 
gument from  counsel  about  the  law  of 
Parliament,  I  hope  you  will  please  well  to 
consider.";  .  And  Sir  Francis  Winnipgton 
said,  "  We  in  the  House  of  Commons  do  never 
suffer  any  counsel  to  tell  us,  what  is  the 
course  of  our  House,  and  the  law  of  Par- 
liaments.. If  Your  Lordships  think  fit  to  al- 
low it,  it  is  in  your  own  power :  but  we,  who 
are  entrusted  with  the  management  of  this 
cause. by  the  House  of  Commons,  have  no 
direction  to  consent  to  such  a  thing."  The 
Lord  High  Steward  waived  this  subject,  by 
stating,  that  counsel  should  be  heard  upon 
the  point,  whetiier  every  overt  act  ought  to 
be  proved  by  two  witnesses.  But  the  counsel, 
being  called  upon  for  their  argument,  said. 
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they  were  not  prepared  to  argue ;  and  they 
seemed  to  admit,  that  the  point  had  been 
settled  in  courts  of  law. 

The  Peers  then  adjourned  to  the  Par-  Opinion 
liament  Chamber;  and  on  their  return  to  judges, 
their  House,  the  Lord  High  Steward  stated, 
addressing  himself  to  the  prisoner,  that  the 
Lords  bad  considered  the  point  as  to  the 
necessity  of  two  witnesses  to  every  overt, 
act,  and  had  directed  that  all  the  judges, 
who  were  in  Lord  Stafford's  presence  and 
hearing,  should  deliver  their  opinions,  whe- 
ther that  point  was  in  law  debatable.  All 
the  judges  (excepting  iJie  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  who  was 
absent,)  delivered  their  opinions  in  order. 
They  unanimously  agreed,  that  if  several 
witnesses  speak  to  the  same  kind  of  treason^ 
although  they  speak  to  several  overt  acts  at 
several  times,  the  one  of  them  speaking  to  an 
overt  act  at  one  time,  the  other  speaking  to 
an  overt  act  at  another  time,  yet  keeping  still 
to  the  same  kind  of  treason,  these  are  two 
sufficient  witnesses  within  the  meaning  of  the. 
Stat,  of  Edw.  HI.  In  other  words,  if  two  se- 
veral overt  acts  conduce  to  the  proof  of  the 
same  species  of  treason,  and  one  of  such 
overt  acts  is  proved  by  one  witness,  and  the 
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Other  overt  act  proved  by  another  witness,  the 
proof  will  be  sufficient 

One  of  the  judges.  Baron  Atkins,. in  giving 
bis  opinion,  stated,  among  other  reasons,  one 
which  drew  from  the  aged  Lord  an  animated 
reply.  The  judge  said,  "  If  the  rule  should 
be  otherwise,  it  would  touch  the  judgments, 
which  have  been  given  on  this  kind  of  proof; 
and  what  would  the  consequence  of  that  be, 
but  that  those  persons,  who  were  executed 
upon  those  judgments,  have  suffered  illegally? 
And  therefore  I  am  of  opinion,  it  is  not  re- 
quisite, that  there  should  be  two  witnesses  to 
every  overt  act."  The  reasoning  is  bad,  and 
mentioned  in  this  place  only  for  the  reply. 
"  My  Lords,*'  said  the  prisoner,  adverting  to 
this  opinion  of  the  judge,  *<  I  hear  a  strange 
position :  I  never  heard  the  like  before  in  my 
life.  It  is  an  argument,  I  hope,  which  will 
not  weigh  with  Your  Lordships  or  any  body  j 
for  it  is  better,  that  a  thousand  persons,  that 
are  guilty,  should  escape,  than  that  one  inno- 
cent person  should  die ;  much  more  then,  that 
it  should  not  be  declared,  that  such  a  judg- 
ment was  not  well  given.  [Note  K.]  I  say 
nothing  further  as  to  the  rest,  but  this  stuck 
with  me.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  a  judge  say  any 
such  thing  ^  and  though  I  am  in  such  a  weak 
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and  disturbed  condition,  I  assure  Yoiir  Ldrd« 
ships  my  blood  rises  at  it"  The  Court  then 
adjourned. 

On  the  opening  of  the  sixth  day,  Lord  Sta&  P- 1^^^* 
ford  requested  permission  to  o£fer  to  the  Coutt 
some  points  for  their  consideration.  This 
being  allowed,  he  suggested,  first,  that  impeach* 
ments  could  not  be  legally  continued  from 
parliament  to  parliament :  secondly,  that  an 
impeachment  could  not  be  legally  prosecuted 
without  a  previous  indictment :  thirdly,  that, 
if  the  witnesses  were  to  be  believed,  the 
utmost  of  their  proof  would  be,  that  he  had 
spoken  certain  words,  and  that  words  are  not 
overt  acts  withm  the  meaning  of  the  statute 
Qf  treasons.  He  then  adverted  to  the  parti- 
culars of  the  evidence  against  him,  and  to 
bis  defence.  He  concluded  by  presenting  a 
written  papery  which  he  requested  to  have 
read  by  the  clerk ;  adding,  that  he  had  be<en 
sio  much  disturbed  and  distracted  by  the  treat- 
ment which  he  had  received  out  of  Court,  he 
fjslt  utterly  unable  himself  to  read  the  p^p^r. 
*^  Every  day,'*  said  he^  "  since  I  came  hither; 
there  hath  been  such  thrusting  and  hooting;  P.  1544. 
by  a  company  of  barbarous  rabble,  as  never 
W9»  heard  before,  I  believe.  But  it  was  at 
spme  distance  for  the  chief  part  of  the  time. 


482  THE  TRIAL   OF 

and  so  it  did  not  much  concern  me.    But  in 
the  last  night  it  was  so  near  and  so  great,  that 
it  hath  really  disturbed  me  ever  since :  if  it 
were  not  thus,   I  should  not  offer  a  paper 
to  be  read :   I  scarce  know  what  I  do  or 
say/'    It  was  scarcely  to  be  imagined,  that 
human  beings  should  have  been  so   hard- 
hearted as  to  oppose  such  a  request  at  such 
a  moment    The  committee  protested  against 
the    clerk's   reading  it,    on  the  ground   of 
its  being  a  dangerous  precedent ;   and  Lord 
Stafford  was  obliged  himself  to  read,  raising 
his  voice  as  loud  as  he    could.      In    this 
paper  he  repeated  some  of  the  objections, 
which  he  had  before  made  i  and  at  the  same 
time  he  took  the  opportunity  of  remarking  upon 
the  vile  character  of  the  witnesses,  and  the 
large  sums  of  money  which  they   had  re- 
P.154T.     ceived   for  giving  evidence.     "And  now," 
added  Lord  Stafford,   <<  I  have  said  what  I 
think  convenient,  though  I  think  much  more 
might  be  said  to  Your  Lordships  by  an  abler 
man.    I  hope  I  have  done  it  sufficiently,  nay, 
I  am  confident  I   have.     And  this  I  have 
done  for  the  memory  of  that  great  and  blessed 
King,  who  first  made  me  a  Peer;    that  it 
may  not  be  said,   he  did  me  the  honour, 
forty  years  ago,  to  call  me  up  to  this .  digni^, 
and  that  I  should  fly  in  the  face  of  his  son  in 
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SO  horrible  a  matiher  as  these  men  would 
have  it  believed.  .  I  owe  it  to  the  honour  of 
my  father  and  mother,  who,  I  think  I  may 
saftly-  say,  were  both  honourable  and  worthy 
persons :  my  father  was  a  learned  man,  and  a 
wise  man,  as  I  may  appeal  to  some  of  yoiir 
Lordships  who  knew  him  well;  I  say,  I  owe 
it  to  their  memory,  and  to  the  honour  of  the 
fkmily,  from  which  I  sprung,  which  all  the 
world  knows  what  it  is.  And  I  should  be  ah 
infamous  man  to  dishonour  them  so  much,  as 
to  bear  their  name  and  commit  treason.  .  My 
Lords,  I  owe  it  to  my  wife,  who  hath  been  a 
very  kind  wife  to  me  as  ever  man  had.  I  owe 
it  to  all  my  children,  especially  to  my  eldest 
son,  who  is  a  young  man,  and  I  may  say,  of 
far  better  parts  and  hopes  than  his  father,  and 
who,  I  hope,  will  serve  his  country.  I  owe  it 
to  all  my  friends  and  relations,  for  I  would 
not  have  it  said  after  my  death,  my  wife  was 
the  widow  of  a  traitor.  I  owe  it  to  all  these, 
aiid  above  all,  I  owe  it  to  God  Almighty ;  that 
when  I  come  to  be  judged  by  him,  I  may 
give  a  good  account  of  all  with  which  he  hath 
entrusted  me.** 

On  the  seventh  day  of  the  trial,  December  P.  1551. 

7  th  day 

7th,  1680,  the  Lord  High  Steward  took  the 
votes  of  the  Peers,  as  is  usual,  in  the  absence 

VOL.  I.  F   F 
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of  the  prisoner.  Odt  of  dghty-^ix  Peers,  fifty- 
five  found  the  prison  guilty :  thirty-one  voted 
not  guilty.  Lord  Stafibrd  heard  the  fatal 
verdict  unmoved.  <<Qod's  holy  name  be 
praised  1''  was  all  that  he  uttered.  On  being 
asked,  what  he  had  to  say,  why  sentence  of 
death  should  not  be  given  ?  <<  I  have  little 
to  say/'  he  answered.  <<  I  confess,  I  am  sur- 
prised at  it ;  for  I  did  not  expect  it  But 
God's  will  be  done.  I  will  not  murmur  at  it 
God  forgive  those  who  have  sworn  falsely 
against  me."  [NoteL.] 
p.  1554.  Lord  Stafibrd  then  submitted,  in  arrest  of 
judgment,  that  there  had  been  an  irregularity 
in  the  omission  of  the  common  form,  of  re- 
quiring him  to  hold  up  his  hand,  on  his 
arraignment  But  there  was  no  ground  for  this 
exception,  and  the  Peers  unanimously  held, 
according  to  the  opinion  of  all  the  Judges, 
that  the  omission  of  the  ceremony  was  not  of 
any  moment :  that  the  only  use  of  such  a  form 
is  to  ascertain  the  name  of  the  prisoner ;  and 
when  this  is  apparent,  the  Court  often  proceeds 
against  him,  though  he  refuse  to  hold  up  his 
hand  at  the  bar. 

The  Commons,  in  a  body,  with  their 
Speaker,  repairing  to  the  bar  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  demanded  judgment  of  high  treason 
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against  the  prisoner.  The  Lords  took  into 
consideration  the  judgmient  to  be  pronounced. 
It  was  moved,  that  it  should  be  simply  for 
beheading,  and  after  a  debate,  the  Judges 
were  required  to  give  their  opinion,  whether 
any  judgment,  excepting  that  in  the  common 
form,  would  attaint  They  declared,  that  the 
Courts  below  could  not  take  notice  of  any  other 
than  the  usual  judgment  appointed  by  law. 

The  sentence  of  the  ld,w  was  then  pro-  P.isse. 
nounced  by  the  Lord  High  Steward,  "  with 
great  solemnity  and  dreadful  gravity*,"  in 
a  speech  which  is  thought  to  have  been  one 
of  the  best  that  he  ever  made.  After  adverting 
to  the  prisonei^'s  fallen  state,  the  Speaker  pro- 
ceeded thus  :  — "  That  there  hath  been  a 
general  and  desperate  conspiracy  of  the  Pa- 
pists, that  the  death  of  the  King  hath  been  all 
along  one  chief  part  of  the  coiispirator  s*  design, 
is  now  apparent  beyond  all  possibility  of  doubt- 
ing. What  was  the  meaning  of  all  those 
treatises,  which  were  published  about  two 
years  since  against  the  oath  of  allegiance,  in  a 
time  when  no  man  dreamt  of  such  a  contro- 
versy?   What  was  the  meaning   of  Father 


*  See  the  Description  in  Evelyn's  Journal  vol.  i.  p.  531. 
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Conyers*  sermon  upon  the  same  subject,  but 
only  because  there  was  a  demonstration  of 
'  zeal,  as  they  call  it,  intended  against  the  person 
of  the  King  ?**  **  Does  any  man  now  begin 
to  doubt,  how  London  came  to  be  burnt?  or  by 
what  ways  and  means  poor  Justice  Godfrey 
fell  ?  And  is  it  not  apparent  by  these  instances, 
such  is  the  frantic  zeal  of  some  bigotted 
Papists,  that  they  resolve,  no  means  to  advance 
the  Catholic  cause  shall  be  left  unattempted, 
though  it  be  by  fire  and  sword.*'  ••  The 
Lord  High  Steward,  concluded  with  these 
words :  —  "  God  forbid,  your  Lordship  should 
rest  upon  forms :  God  forbid,  your  Lordship 
should  be  found  among  the  number  of  those 
poor  mistaken  souls,  whom  the  first  thing  that 
undeceives  is  death  itself.  Perhaps  your  Lord- 
ship may  not  much  esteem  the  prayers  of  those 
whom  you  have  long  been  taught  to  miscall 
heretics :  but  whether  you  do,  or  do  not,  I  am 
to  assure  your  Lordship,  that  all  my  Lords 
here,  even  they  that  have  condemned  you,  will 
never  cease  to  pray  for  you,  that  the  end  of 
your  life  may  be  Christian  and  pious,  how  tra- 
gical soever  are  the  means  that  must  bring 
you  hither.  And,  now,  my  JLord,  —  this  is 
the  last  time  I  can  call  you  my  Lord ;  for  the 
next  words,  I  am  to  speak,  will  attaint  you," 
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Immediately  followed  the  dreadful  senteneef, 
with  all  its  horrible  particulars. 

"  My  Lords,  I  humbly  beseech  you/*^  said  P.  isss. 
Lord  Stafford,  "  give  me  leave  to  speak  a  few 
words.  I  do  give  your  Lordships  hearty 
thanks  for  all  your  favours  to  me.  I  do  here, 
in  the  presence  of  God  Almighty,  declare,  I 
have  no  malice  in  my  heart  to  those  who  have 
condemned  me ;  I  forgive  them  all.*'  He 
thea  requested  to  be  allowed  to  see  his  wife, 
his  children,  and  friends,  and  that  an  order 
might  be  made  to  grant  him  this  last  indul- 
gence. This,  was  immediately  granted,  and 
the  Lord  High  Steward  intimated,  that  the 
house  would  petition  the  King  to  remit  every 
part  of  the  sentence  except  the  beheading. 
Oa  hearing  this.  Lord  Stafford  burst  into  tears. 

My  Lordsi,"  he  said,  with  great  emotion, 

your  justice  does  not  make  me  cry,  but 
your  goodness."  These  were  his  last  words 
at  the  trial. 

The  warrant,  of  execution  was  simply  for  p.  1562. 
beheading, .  remitting  the  other  parts  of  the 
judgment  The  sheriffs,  Bethell  and  Cornish, 
having  some  scruple,  or  at  least  pretending  a 
scruple,  respecting  the  legality  of  the  warrant, 
as  not  conforming  with  the  sentence,  applied 
to  the  House  of  Peers  for  instructions.     The 
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Peers  declared,  that  the  King's  writ  ought  to 
be  obeyed.  The  sheriffs  expressed  the  same 
scruple  in  an  application  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  and  the  Commons  resolved,  that  they 
w^re  content^  that  the  sheri^  should  execute 
Lord  Viscount  Stafford  by  severing  his  head 
from  his  body.  The  sentence  was  accordingly 
executed  on  the  S9th  day  of  December. 

Lord  Sjtaffi>rd  died  with  perfect  calmness, 
and  the  most  solemn  protestations  of  inno* 
p.  1564.  cence.  **  I  am,**  said  he,  «*  brought  this 
day  hither,  by  the  permission  of  Almighty 
God,  to  suffer  death,  as  if  I  were  guilty 
of  high  treason.  I  do  most  truly,  in  the 
presence  of  the  eternal,  omnipotent,  and  all- 
knowing  God,  protest  upon  my  salvation,  that 
I  am  as  innocent,  as  it  is  possible  for  any  man 
to  b^  so  much  as  in  a  thought,  of  the  crimes 
laid  to  my  charge/'  At  the  close  of  his  speech, 
he  said,  <<  I  do  now  upon  my  death  and  sal- 
vation aver,  that  I  never  spoke  one  word  either 
to  Oates  or  Turberville,  or  to  my  know- 
ledge ever  saw  them  before  my  trial :  and  for 
Dugdale,  I  never  spoke  to  him  of  any  thing 
but  about  a  foot-boy,  a  footman,  or  foot-race, 
and  never  was  then  alone  with  him.  All  the 
punishment  that  I  wish  them  is,  that  they 
may  repent,  and  acknowledge  the  wrong  that 
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they  have  done  me.  Then  it  will  appear, 
how  innocent  I  am.  God  forgive  them !  I 
have  great  confidence,  that  it  wiU  please  Al- 
mighty God,  and  that  he  will,  in  a  short  time, 
bring  truth  to  light ;  then  you  and  all  the 
world  will  see  and  know,  what  injury  they 
have  done  me.** 

A  bill,  for  the  reversal  of  the  attainder  of 
Lord  Stafford,  appears  to  have  been  presented 
in  parliament  in  the  first  year  of  the  succeed- 
ing reign,  and  to  have  passed  with  little  oppo- 
sition through  the  House  of  Lords.  In  the 
House  of  Commons  it  was  read  twice ;  but 
went  no  further.  At  the  time  of  the  Revo- 
lution, when  political  animosity  was  at  its 
highest  pitch,  it  had  been  vain  to  expect  a 
reversal  of  the  sentence,  even  if  the  ruling 
party  had  thought  it  unjust.  It  has  been  re- 
served to  the  more  liberal  and  peaceful  aera  of 
the  present  reign,  to  perform  this  last  act  of 
retributive  justice,  and  to  restore  to  a  noble 
family  the  untarnished  honours  Ox  their  much- 
wronged  ancestor.  {]Note  M.] 

At  the  close  of  these  proceedings,  it  may,  per-  Examina. 
haps,  be  thought  not  without  use,  and  not  un-  evidence, 
interesting,  to  take  a  general  view  of  the  great 
mass  of  evidence  produced  at  the  trial.  And  in 
order  tokeep  theleadingfacts  distinct  and  clear, 
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it  will  be  most  convenient  to  pursue  the;  course 
adopted  by  the  managers:  to  enquire,  first, 
into  the  proofs  of  the  general  plot ;  and  afler- 
wards  to  consider,  whether  any  participation  in 
any  particular  plot,  or  whether  any  specific 
overt  act  of  treason,  was  substantiated  against 
the  accused. 

In  making  this  inquiry,  we  must  constantly 
bear  in  mind,  what  the  managers  understood, 
and  what  they  intended  to  express,  by  the 
term,  general  plot.  They  did  not  understand 
by  that  term,  merely  conferences  or  designs 
among  the  Catholic  Priests,  to  propagate  their 
faith.  By  the  charge  of  a  general  plot,  they 
meant  nothing  less  than  a  conspiracy  to  subvert 
the  whole  nation,  to  murder  the  King,  to  sup- 
press the  Protestant  religion,  and  to  destroy  the 
government.  •  This  was  not  a  plot  of  a  few 
conspirators,  or  of  recent  date  —  "  The  plot," 
said  the  managers,  <<  was  universal,  and  had 
existed  for  not  less  than  fifteen  or  sixteen 
years."  [Note  N.J  It  was  not  a  plot  hatched 
in  an  obscure  street,  or  confined  to  a  comer 
of  the  kingdom  —  «  It  alarmed  all  Christen- 
dom,"  said  one  manager.  "  The  treason  did 
bestride  two  lands,"  said  another. 
' 

*  See  p.  1298.  line  19. ;  pp.  1300,  1301.  line  22. 
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What  is  still  more  strange  and  wonderfiili  the 
plot  was  no  secret,  but  conducted  without  the 
least  regard  to  secrecy  or  wish  for  concealment* 
The  supposed  conspirators  were  the  most 
fi*ank  and  communicative  of  men.  We  learn 
from  the  evidence  of  Smith,  that  the  priests 
of  Provence  and  Rome  imparted  to  him  their 
design,  such  as  it  was,  without  scruple  or  re- 
serve, almost  as  a  matter  of  course  ;  that  the 
design  was  made  the  subject  of  college  disputa- 
tions, and  ofpublic  discourses  from  the  pulpit; 
that  he  had  free  access  to  Coleman's  letters^ 
which  were  siaid  to  contain  a  full  account  of  the 
plans  in  England;  that  the  design  of  killing  the 
King,  which  was  said  to  have  been  proposed  by 
some  of  the  priests,  was  the  common  discourse 
all  over  the  country.  Again,  from  the  evidence 
of  Dugdale  we  collect,  that  there  was  no  dis^ 
guise  or  concealment  in  the  letters  sent  abroad 
by  the  supposed  conspirators ;  the  murder  of 
the  King  is  said  to  have  been  mentioned  in 
some  of  them  and  recommended,' broadly  with- 
out cipher  or  character ;  that,  with  regard  to 
the  agents  to  be  employed  in  the  plot,  it  mat- 
tered not,  whether  they  were  men  of  quality, 
provided  they  were  stout  and.  trusty  for  killing 
the  King ;  that  an  indulgence,  sent  to  this 
country  from  Rome,  offering  a  free  pardon 
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to  any  who  would  kill  the  King,  was  published 
openly  in  all  private  chapels ;  and  an  intended 
general  massacre  was  matter  of  public  report 
Again,  we  learn  from  Oates,  that  treasonable 
eermons  were  preached  publicly  in  Spain ;  and 
treasonable  letters,  giving  an  account  of  at- 
tempts on  the  person  of  the  King,  were  shown 
to  him,  though  a  stranger,  without  reserve  or 
hesitation ;  and  this,  at  all  times,  and  in  every 
place  which  he  visited.  It  may  be  remarked 
also,  that  of  all  the  numerous  treasonable 
meetings  mentioned  by  the  six  first  witnesses, 
not  one  was  spoken  of  as  a  thing  done  in  the 
dark,  or  in  a  comer,  or  as  accompanied  with 
any  degree  of  secrecy. 

It  is  strange,  that  a  plot,  destitute  of  what 
is  supposed  to  be  essential  to  conspiracies, 
—without  secrecy,  without  plan,  without  com- 
bination or  confederacy,  —  should  graduaUy 
spread  from  year  to  year,  tiQ  at  length  (if  the 
statement  of  the  managers  is  to  be  believed,) 
it  became  universal.  Stranger  stiU,  that  this 
plot  should  in  the  first  year  of  its  birth  be 
strong  enough  to  fire  the  capital,  (for  to  the 
Popish  plot  the  managers  imputed  the  fire  of 
London,)  and  thence  should  spread  for  six- 
teen years  together,  threatening  destruction 
to  the  state,  no  less  than  to  the  church  :  yet 
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that  it  should  have  been  unknown  to  the 
government,  or,  if  known,  that  it  should  not 
have  been  extinguished,  not  exposed,  not 
checked,  not  even  regarded.  It  is  difficult 
to  imagine  the  evidence,  which  could  make 
such  a  story  credible. 

The  greater  part  of  the  information  given 
by  the  witnesses,  relative  to  the  general  plot, 
was  derived  from  the  contents  of  letters  said 
to  have  been  seen  by  the  witnesses  in  their 
travels.  Not  one  of  these  letters  was  pro* 
duced :  not  a  copy,  not  an  extract,  not  even 
a  memorandum.  The  witnesses  professed  to 
give  the  contents  of  a  multitude  of  letters  from 
recollection,  not  having  taken  a  note  of  any 
part  at  the  time  of  reading,  not  having  read 
them  for  a  great  number  of  years,  and  not 
being  required^  when  they  read  them,  to  im« 
press  them  on  their  memories,  or  to  retain 
them  for  future  use.  To  account  for  the 
absence  of  the  letters,  Dugdale  stated,  that 
the  whole  of  the  correspondence  had  been  en- 
trusted  to  him  by  the  Jesuits-— a  most  im« 
probable  circumstance  —  and  that  the  letters 
had  been  burnt  by  his  desire  at  the  time  of 
his  absconding.  An  attempt  was  made  to 
prove  this  fact ;  but  it  entirely  failed. 

The  remarkable  deficiency  of  confirmatory 
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evidence,  where  confirmation  was  so  indis- 
pensably necessary,  is  another  incurable  blem- 
ish in  this  case.  Dugdale  spoke  of  an  im- 
mense collection  of  arms,  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  the  plot  into  execution.  Arms  are 
substantial  things,  and  if  they  had  existed  any 
where  but  in  the  witness's  imagination,  some 
specimens,  it  may  be  supposed,  would  have 
been  produced :  but  not  a  stand  of  arms,  not  a 
firelock,  not  a  trigger,  was  vouched  in  confirm- 
ation. The  same  witness  spoke  of  indulgencies 
received  in  this  country,  signed  by  the  Pope 
himself,  granting  absolution  for  the  murder  of 
the  ^  King  :  and  more  than  one  witness  spoke 
of  commissions  from  the  Pope,  appointing 
to  high  commands  and  offices  after  the  antici- 
pated overthrow  of  the  government :  but  no 
commission  or  indulgence  was  produced,  al- 
though they  would  have  convinced  all  the 
world  of  the  truth  of  the  story.  Further,  Oates 
spoke  of  books  containing  entries  of  payments 
to  the  supposed  conspirators  for  their  work  in 
the  plot :  but  not  a  book  could  he  show.  Such 
a  signal  failure  of  proof,  in  a  case  so  full  of 
improbabilities,  ought  at  once  to  have  led  to 
an  acquittal. 

To  examine  the  evidence  more  in  detail  — 
The  first  witness,  Smith,  gave  a  long  account 
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of  what  he  had  heard  abroad,  but  said  very 
little  respecting  any  proceeding  iii  this  country. 
He  stated,  that,  on  his  return  to  England,  he 
found  the  Popish  clergy,  with  whom  he  con- 
versed,  of  the  same  opinion  as  was  entertained 
abroad,  namely,  that  the  Popish  religion  would 
•  soon  be  re-established  j  —  an  opinion  which, 
whether  well  or  ill  founded,  they  might  inno- 
cently express.  He  stated,  further,  that .  he 
had  been  directed  to  assist  in  a  collection  of 

# 

money  in  the   north,   which  was  to  be  sent 
abroad,  and  which,  he  said,  he  supposed  to  be 
intended  for   carrying  on  the   design ;    but, 
whatever  his  opinion  might  be,  the   money 
was  collected  for  the  professed  object  of  being 
employed  in  the  repair  of  a  foreign  college ; 
and  it  is  obvious,  that  if  the  real  object  had 
been  to  promote  a  design  in  this  country,  it 
would  not  have  been  sent  abroad.     It  is  to  be 
remarked  also,  that  the  fact  of  a  collection  of 
money,  if  true,  might  have  been  easily  con- 
firmed:  but  no   confirmatory  evidence  was 
produced.     This  witness  stood  unconfirmed  in 
every  part  of  his  evidence,   though  he  was 
of  a   character   so  dark,   as  to  make   every 
practicable  confirmation  indispensable.    A  re- 
negade twice  in  religion :   from  the  Protest- 
ant faith   to   the  Catholic,    again   from   the 
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Catholic  to  the  Protestant :  the  first  time 
under  a  promise  of  some  lucrative  employment, 
and  a  second  time  on  the  eve  of  the  Popish 
trials.  A  hypocrite,  always  acting  a  part ;  at 
one  place  passing  for  a  Jesuit,  at  another  pro- 
fessing himself  not  to  be  a  Jesuit ;  at  one  time 
the  £riend  of  the  Jesuits,  at  another  oppos- 
ing them,  though  himself  a  professed  Catho- 
lic ;  and  opposing  them,  because  (as  he  said) 
they  were  likely,  from  their  influence  with 
the  Duke  of  York,  to  become  the  chief  men 
in  England ;  a  reason,  which  should  have  in- 
duced him  rather  to  assist  them  in  their  ad- 
vance to  power,  since  it  was  the  promise  of  a 
lucrative  employment  among  the  Jesuits,  which 
first  tempted  him  to  conform  to  the  Catholic 
faith. 

What  degree  of  credit  is  due  to  the  evidence 
of  Dugdale  and  Oates,  will  be  considered  most 
conveniently  in  the  sequel.  But  something 
must  here  be  said  of  Jennison,  the  only  other 
material  witness,  who  was  called  to  prove  the 
general  plot.  He  gave  an  account  of  a  design, 
in  which  (he  said)  two  Jesuits  were  engaged, 
one  of  them  Coleman,  the  other  his  own  bro- 
ther, Thomas  Jennison,  both  of  them  then 
dead ;  and  the  reader  will  judge,  whether  the 
least  credit  can  be  given  to  any  part  of  his 
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story,  aftefr  Considering  the  following  absurdi- 
ties and  inconsistencies,  which  his  evidence 
disclosed.  In  the  beginning  of  the  year  1 678, 
as  the  witness  stated,  the  design  of  his  brother 
and  Coleman  was  to  attain  a  toleration  of  con^ 
science,  which  they  proposed  to  accamplii^ 
by  bribing  the  parliament.  In  a  month  or  two 
afterwards  their  design  was  to  procure  the  suc- 
cession of  the  Duke  of  York,  which  was  to 
be  effected  by  means  of  commissions  from  the 
Pop^  for  raising  the  party  upon  the  King's 
death.  In  a  month  or  two  after  this,  the  plan 
was  to  kill  the  King.  Ireland,  it  seems,  pro- 
posed to  the  witness  to  assist  in  this  undertak- 
ing of  murdering  the  King,  and  offered  him 
a  bribe  of  20/.  "  God  forbid,**  said  Jennison^ 
surprised :  "  he  would  not  assist  for  twenty 
times  20/.*'  "  Would  he  then  recommend 
some  Irishmen,  stout  and  courageous  ?**  He 
had  no  objection  to  that,  and  he  accordingly 
named  four  men,  '<  all  gentlemen  of  his  ac- 
quaintance.** Ireland  pressed  him  again  to 
go  along  with  him  to  Windsor,  to  assist  them 
in  taking  off  the  King.  But  the  witness  still 
declined :  ^*  he  did  not  think  any  man  of 
estate  would  engage  in  such  a  matter,  and  he 
was  himself  heir  to  an  estate.**  In  other 
words,  he  would  not  himself  be  the  assassin. 
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Stom  fear  of  forfeiture ;  yet  would  he  reeom- 
iaend  four  of  his  acquaintance  to  be  assas- 
sins, by  which  means,  as  he  would  •  have  us 
believe,  he  thought  his  estate  might  be  saved. 
Even  if  the  account  of  this  witness  had  been 
probable  and  worthy  of  credit,  it  related  only 
to  particular  transactions,  in  none  of  which 
was  Lord  Stafford  implicated ;  and  it  failed 
in  proving  a  general  plot,  for  which  purpose 
alone  it  was  produced.  It  may  be  remarked, 
indeed,  on  aU  the  first  six  witnesses,  that  none 
of  them  proved  the  existence  of  a  general  con- 
spiracy. The  utmost  that  they  proved,  (even  if 
we  give  them  full  credit  for  every  word  in  their 
evidence,)  is  a  great  multiplicity  of  insulated 
and  unconnected  facts,  supposed  to  have  been 
done  at  various  times,  in  a  long  course  of 
years,  in  various  parts  of  the  world,  by  a 
number .  of  individuals  who  appear  not  to  have 
acted  in  concert,  nor  to  have  been  engaged 
in  any  common  scheme  or  design  of  a  political 
nature. 

•  The  notion  of  a  general  plot  (on  which  the 
managers  laid  so  much  stress,  and. on  which 
they  raised  the  superstructure  of  the  plots  and 
designs  imputed  to  Lord  Stafford,)  visionary 
as  it  now  appears,  was  not  too  gross  for  the 
credulity  and  infatuation  of  those  times.   From 
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its  obscurity  and  indistinctness,  it  was  well 
calculated  to  excite  the  fears  of  the  weak. 
It  flattered  the  prejudices,  and  inflamed  the 
bigotry  of  twp  parties,  the  one  in  the  church, 
the  other  in  the  state.  It  recommended  itself, 
in  various  ways,  to  the  idle  and  the  unthinking, 
who  are  always  imposed  upon  by  sounds,  and 
take  strong  assertion  for  demonstration.  An^l 
when  the  proposition  of  a  general  plot  was  once 
admitted,  it  gave  credit  to  the  charge  of  any 
minor  conspiracy  almost  as  a  consequence,  and 
independently  of  all  proof.  Another  mischiev- 
ous effect,  resulting  from  the  suggestion  of  a 
general  plot,  was  the  admission  of  hearsay  to 
an  unlimited  extent;  for  a  subject  so  general, 
it  was  supposed,  would  naturally  admit  of  a 
very  general  kind  of  proof.  Hearsay,  even  in 
the  third  degree,  was  received  without  scru- 
ple :  and  more  than  half  the  case,  on  the  part 
of  the  prosecution,  was  composed  of  this  de- 
ceitful species  of  evidence.  [Note  O.] 

II.  Having  disposed  of  the  first  part  of  the 
case,  the  next  question,  and  the  only  material 
question  with  reference  to  the  present  trial,  is, 
whether  Lord  Stafford  was  proved  to  have 
been  engaged  in  any  treasonable  plot,  or  to  have 
committed  any  overt  act  of  treason  ?.  The 
charge  against  him  rested  altogether  on  the 
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evidence  of  Dugdale,  Oates,  and  TurbervUk, 
each  of  whom  gave  an  account  of  transactimis 
entirely  distinct.  The  account  of  each,  tbere- 
fbre,  must  be  separately  examined. 

First,  as  to  the  evidence  of  Dugdale.  If 
that  witness  is  believed.  Lord  Stafford  was 
guilty.  Either  Dugdale  was  the  vilest  of 
witnesses,  or  Lord  Stafford  was  one  of  the 
worst  of  traitors.  Is  the  witness  then  to  be 
believed  ?  To  settle  this  question,  let  us,  first, 
look  at  the  situation  in  which  he  stood,  in 
point  of  character  and  conduct.  He  was,  by 
Z  own  confession,  engaged  in  the  same  de. 
sign,  in  which  he  would  have  involved  Lord 
Stafford  J  his  testimony,  therefore,  required 
the  most  ample  confirmation  ;  but  he  was  in 
every  material  part  of  his  evidence,  entirely 
unconfirmed.   [Note  P.] 

The  circumstances  also  in  which  he  came 
forward  to  give  information  on  the  Popish 
Plot  are  not  to  be  overlooked.  He  was 
not  an  informer,  till  after  the  commitment 
of  the  five  Lords  to  the  Tower,  not  until 
he  had  himself  fallen  under  suspicion  of  being 
engaged  in  the  Popish  Plot,  and  not  till  he 
had  been  much  pressed  and  urged  to  give 
information  by  a  most  zealous  prosecutor  of 
Papists,  and  had  received  a  promise  of  pardon 
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with  200/.  as  a  reward.  "  Have  you  seen  the 
proclamatLon  ?"  said  Southall  to  Dugdale. 
"  You  have  hut  a  short  time ;  only  a  day  or 
two,  to  discover  in." — *^  Well,"  answered  the 
informer,  "if  I  discover  any  thing  of  my 
knowledge,  I  desire  not  His  Majesty's  money, 
so  I  may  be  secured  of  my  life."  Such  is  his 
account  of  himself:  whether  he  pretended 
fear,  to  give  effect  to  his  tale,  or,  if  he  did 
feel  some  touch  of  fear,  whether  it  arose  from 
thinking,  what  a  fearful  thing  it  was  to  fall 
under  suspicion  of  the  Popish  Plot,  is  matter 
of  conjecture.  Let  it,  therefore,  be  taken  as 
a  fact,  that  he  informed  to  save  his  life,  not 
for  the  200/. 

Yet  this  man  was  not,  on  other  occasionsj^ 
so  indifferent  to  money.  Indeed,  if  we  may 
judge  from  the  number  of  bribes,  which 
he  said  had  been  offered  to  him,  he  was  re^ 
garded  by  those  who  knew  him  best,  as  the 
most  mercenary  of  villains.  At  one  time 
a  commission  in  the  army ;  at  another,  the  full 
rank  of  a  captaincy,  with  large  pecuniary 
rewards;  at  another,  500/.  for  killing  the 
King ;  not  to  mention  a  pardon  from  the  Pope, 
and,  to  crown  all,  the  honor  of  saintship  in 
the  Romish  Cale]|dar.  It  would  not  be  ima- 
gined, that  the  same  man,  who  was  the  object 
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of  SO  many  bribes,  should  himself  have  given 
up,  as  a  voluntary  subscriber,  a  considerable 
estate  for  the  support  of  the  Plot.  Yet  such  is 
his  story :  "  Willing,"  he  said,  "  to  contribute 
to  the  design,  I  made  over  an  estate,  which  I 
had,  of  400/.  value,  for  that  purpose,  and  for  the 
praying  for  my  soul,  and  because  I  saw  money 
would  be  wanting,  I  promised  100/.  more.'* 
This  owner  of  real  and  personal  property,  it 
must  not  be  forgotten,  was  nothing  more  than 
a  menial  servant ;  had  been  in  service  all  his 
life  i  and  so  much  in  debt,  that  he  was  arrested 
by  his  creditors,  afew  days  only  before  he  began 
the  trade  of  informer.  There  is  only  one  way 
of  clearing  up  these  absurdities  and  inconsist- 
encies J  and  that  is,  by  tracing  theni  to  their 
source.  The  incredible  fact,  of  his  having 
an  estate,  and  giving  it  up  for  the  use  of  the 
Popish  Plot,  rested  altogether  on  his  own  evi- 
dence :  but  the  probable  fact,  of  his  being 
arrested  for  debt,  was  established  by  other 
witnesses. 

In  weighing  the  credit  of  Dugdale's  evi- 
dence, no  stress  is  here  laid  on  the  incon- 
sistency  between  his  earlier  statements,  in 
which  he  protested  his  ignorance  and  disbelief 
of  the  plot,  and  his  subsequent  statements 
upon  oath.     For   as  those  statements  were 
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made  before  he  came  forward  as  an  accom- 
plice, (and,  therefore,  it  is  possible,  might 
have  been  made  at  a  time  when  he  intended 
to  keep  back  his  information,  and  possibly 
for  the  very  purpose  of  concealment,)  the 
contradiction  is  not  so  clesir  and  unequivocal^ 
as  to  be  absolutely  decisive  of  the  falseness  of 
his  evidence.  There  is  another  circumstance, 
also,  apparently  reflecting  on  the  credit  of 
this. witness,  and,  if  believed,  absolutely  de- 
structive of  his  credibility,  (namely,  his  at- 
tempt to  suborn  witnesses  to  give  false  evi- 
dence,) which  is  not  here  taken  into  the 
account,  for  this  reason,  because  the  persons,  . 
on  whom  the  attempt  is  supposed  to  have  been 
made,  and  who  proved  the  charge  of  suborn- 
ation, were  represented  to  be  men  of  dissolute 
habits.  Now,  although  such  men  were  the 
fittest  to  be  used  for  such  a  purpose,  yet  con- 
sidering the  nature  of  the  charge,  and  that  it 
cannot  be  said  to  have  been  proved  conclu- 
sively, it  will  be  safer  to  dismiss  the  circum- 
stance altogether,  and  not  to  admit  into  the 
argument  any  topic  of  doubtful  authority. 

All  will  agree,  that  a  statement  by  a  witness 
of  Dugdale^s  character  ought  to  be  received 
with  great  caution  and  jealousy  j  that  it  ought 
to  be  distinct  and  precise  in  its  language,  pro- 
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bable  in  all  its  circumstances,  con^med  when 
capable  of  confirmation,  coiMistent  with  iteelf^ 
not  inconsistent  with  former  statements  of  the 
same  witness,  and  not*  contradicted  by  other 
witnesses  of  unimpeached  character.  Let  it 
be  seen^  whether  Dugdale's  evidence  is  of- 
this  description.  Are  the  facts-  stated  with 
distinctness  and  precision  ?  NiMnerous  in- 
stances might  be  dted,-  in  which  his  state- 
ments are  so  indistinct,  so  vagaej  and  so 
general,  as  justly  to  warrant  the  strongest 
suspicions  of  his  falsehood  and  dishonesty. 
Such,  for  example,  as  the  following  pas- 
sage, in  p.  1 3 1 5. :  "I  have  of  late  several  ti^es 
been  in  company  with  priests  and  other  gentle- 
men in  the  country,  when  they  have  had  con- 
sultations, both  for  the  introdttcing  of  their 
own  religion,  and  taking  away  the  King's  lifo, 
which  they  did  always  intend  to  be  about 
November,  December,  or  January,  1678/* 
Oi*  the  following  passage  in  p.  1317. :  "I 
have  heard,  that,  about  the  time  the  King 
should  have  been  killed,  several  should  be 
provided  with  arms  and^uch  instruments,  and 
rise  all  of  a  sudden  at  an  hour's  warning,  and 
so  come  in  upon  the  Protestants,  and  cat 
their  throats :  and,   if  any  did  escape,  th«*e 
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should  be  an  anny.to  cut  them  off  in  their ^ 
flight'* 

Then,  his  statements  are  as  improbable  and 
inconsistent  with  common  sense  as  they 
are  loose  and  indistinct.  What,  for  instance, 
can  be  more  improbable,  than  the  account 
given  of  a  letter  sent  by  the  post,  which  is  said 
to  have  contained  instructions  to  admit  into 
the  plot  only  such  men  as  were  strong  and 
lusty  for  killing  the  King.  What  more  im- 
probable, than  tlie  offer  of  500L  in  plain* 
terms,  for  murdering  the  King,  and  made  by 
Lord  Stafford  to  one  almost  a  stranger,  without 
any  assurance  or  prospect  of  success,  and  with- 
out suggesting  anjp  scheme  for  its  execution  ? 
Or  what  more  improbable  than  this,  that  Lord 
Stafford  should  avow  openly  before  a  great 
number  of  persons,  and  the  servant  Dugdale 
one  among  them,  that  he  had  joined  in  the 
design  of  killing  the  King,  from  private 
pique  ?  Such  are  the  gross  improbabilities  in 
his  evidence  ? 

But,  to  try  bis  evidence  by  another  test, 
Was  he  always  consistent  with  himself?  Did  he 
abide  by  bis  first  statement  ?  On  the  contrary, 
he  frequently  shifted  and  varied  his  state- 
ments ;  brought  forward  new  facts  from  time 
to  time,  and  kept  the  most  important  in  re- 
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serve.    Thus,  in  his  first  information  of  the 
24th  of  December,  before  two  justices,  (when 
he  was  sworn  to  speak  the  whole  truth,)  the 
only  passages,  implicating  Lord  Stafford,  were 
these  two  ;   the  one,  representing  what  Lord 
Stafford  said,  in  the  beginning  of  September, 
concerning  the  hardships  which  the  Papists 
suffered,  in  being  obliged  to  have  their  prayers 
in  secret ;  the  other,  representing  what  Lord 
Stafford  is  supposed  to  have  said,  on  the  20th 
(^September,  relating  to  a  design  in  hand,* for 
the  undertaking  of  which  Dugdale  was  to  be 
rewarded.     But  in  the  next  account,  given  by 
him,  on  the  29th  of  December,  he  mentioned, 
for  the  first  time,  this  fact,  that  Lord  Stafford 
had  since  the  20th  of  September  offered  him 
500/.  as  to  the  carrying  on  of  the  plot ;  and  had 
also  informed  him  of  a  design  to  take  away  the 
life  of  the  King  and  the  Duke  of  Monmouth. 
Again,  in  the  third  and  last  account,  which  he 
gave  at  the  trial,  he  varied  in  many  respects 
the  two  former  statements,    and    ingrafted 
many  other  facts,   entirely  new,  and  much 
stronger  than  any  before  mentioned ;    for  in- 
stance, the  consultation  at  Tixall,  about  the  lat^ 
ter  end  of  August  or  beginning  of  September, 
when  Lord  Stafford,  Lord  Aston,  and  others, 
are  said  to  have  been  present,  and  a  resolution 
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entered  into  to  kill  the  King ;  —  the  interview 
in  Lord  Stafibrd's  chamber  between  him  and 
the  witness,  on  the  20th  or  21st  of  September, 
when  the  ofier  of  500/.  was  made  to  him,  in 
plain  terms,  for  killing  the  King ;  —  the  con- 
versation, said  to  have  passed  in  the  dining 
room,  as  to  Lord  StaflTord's  motives  for  joining 
in  the  design ;  —  the  meeting,  which  is  said 
to  have  taken  place  at  another  time,  respect- 
ing Dugdale's  setting  out  for  the  purpose  of 
executing  the  design.  These  are  only  a  part 
of  the  new  facts,  brought  forward  at  the  trial 
for  the  first  time.  By  this  plan,  of  starting 
new  incidents  in  the  plot,  as  might  best  suit 
the  occasion,  the  witnesses  artfully  contrived 
to  keep  alive  the  public  curiosity ;  at  the  same 
time  that  their  new  evidence,  if  false,  was  - 
almost  sure  to  escape  detection. 

But  Dugdale  was  not  only  inconsistent  with 
himself  J  he.  was  contradicted  by  other  wit- 
nesses, in  many  important  parts  of  his  evidence. 
1.  It  was  proved,  that  on  a  former  trial,  he 
had  sworn  distinctly  that  the  consultation  at 
Tixall  took  place,  not  about  the  end  of  Au- 
gust or  beginning  of  September  (as  he  swore 
on  Lord  StaflTord's  trial),  but  in  August  ex- 
pressly :  and  further,  it  was  shown,  that  Lord 
Stafford  was  not  at  Tixall  between  the  l7th  of 
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August. and  ISth  of  September.  3.  It  was 
proTed^.  that  Dagdale  wa&  not,  on  the  occa- 
sion mentioned  by  him,  alone  with  Lord  Staf- 
ford in  his  chamber ;  and,  that  while  Dugdale 
was  there^  nothing  of  what  he  stated  had  oc* 
curred.  3.  Dugdale  represented  himself  to* 
have  been  in  possession  of  a  considerable 
estate ;  .but  it  was  proved,  that  he.  was  invcdved 
in  debt,  and  in  great  distress.   [Note  Q.] 

From  this  review  of  Dngdale^s  evidence,  it 
appears,  that  we  have  an  account,  delivered  by 
a  witness  confessedly  of  infamous  character 
containing  a  combination  of  circumstances 
the  most  improbable,  inconsistent  with  itself » 
and  at  variance  with  his  earlier  statements, 
not  confirmed  in  any  particular,  and,  in  some 
important  parts,  contradicted  and  disproved. 

Roger  North,  who  has  drawn  the  character 
of  the  next  witness  to  the  life,  may  be  allowed 
to  introduce  him  to  the  reader.  "  He  was 
a  low  man  of  an  iU  cut,  with  a  very  short 
neck ;  and  his  visage  and  features  were 
most  particular.  His  mouth  was  the  centre 
of  his  &ce;  and  a  compass  there  would 
sweep  bis  nose^  forehead,  and  chin,  within 
the  perimeter.    Cave  gtios  Deus  ipse  notavit*^* 

*  Examen.  P.  225. 
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The  readir  will  recognize^   in  this^  deserrp^ 
ticm^  the  noted  Titus  Oates ;  a  witness  so/ 
infamous^  and  so  unfiversally  aliened  to.  bee; 
s(2ich,   that  perhaps  some  apology  is  almost, 
necessary  for  noticing  his  eyideoee; 

In  reading  the  following  account^    given, 
by  Roger  North,   of  Gates  in  his  state   of 
exaltation,   it  will  be  remembered,   that  he 
was  at  one  period  absolutely  destitutey .  and . 
afterward*  suddenly  grew   rieh.  by  bis  dis^. 
covery.      "He   was/'   says   North,     "»now 
in   his    trine    exaltation ^j    his    plot    in   full! 
ftoce,  efficacy,  and  virtue*     He  walked^ about, 
with  his   guardsy   assigned*  for  fear  of  tbec: 
Papists  murdering  hinw    He  bad  lodgings  at: 
Whitehall ;  and  1200/.  per  ann.  pension;:  audi 
no  wonder^  after  he  had  the  impudence  to  say 
td  the  House  of  Lords,  in  plain  terms,  that  if 
they  would  not  help  him  to  more  money,  he ' 
must  be  forced  to  help  himself.     He  pat.  on. 
an  episcopal  garb,  (except  the  lawn  sleeves,) 
silk  gown  and  cassock,  great  hat,  satin  hat- 
band and  rose,  and  long  scarf,  and  was  called, 
or  most  blasphemously  called  himself^  the 
saviour  of  the  nation.   Whomsoever  he  pointed 
at,   was  taken  up  and  committed  ;    so  that 
many  people  got  out  of  his  way,  as  from  a 
blast,   glad  they   could  prove  their  two  last 
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years*  conversation.  The  very  breath  of  him 
was  pestilential ;  and,  if  it  brought  not  im- 
prisonment or  death,  over  such  on  whom  it 
fell,  it  surely  poisoned  reputation,  and  left 
good  Protestants  arrant  Papists,  and,  some- 
thing worse  than  that>  in  danger  of  being  put 
into  the  plot  as  traitors  !*** 

In  the  openmg  of  his  narrative,  he  requested 
the  managers  to  leave  him  to  his  own  method : 
they  gave  him  the  rein,  and  he  delivered  a 
rambling  narrative,  full  of  incongruities.  He 
began  with  an  account  of  his  first  intercourse 
with  the  priests,  which  affords  a  specimen 
both  of  his  cunning  and  his  impudence.  **  The 
priests,"  he  said,  "  told  him,  the  Protestant 
religion  was  on  its  last  legs ;"  that,  **  to  satisfy 
his  curiosity,  he  pretended  some  doubts  in  his 
mind ;"  that  some  of  the  Jesuits,  with  whom 
he  conversed,  **were  not  men  for  his  turn, 
because  they  were  men  who  had  not  any  great 
degree  of  learning  ;"  that  another  person 
*^  was  not  for  his  turn,  because  he  was  reli- 
gious for  religion's  sake  j**  that  at  length  he ' 
pitched  on  the  Jesuits,  and  "  these  were  the 
men  for  his  turn,  because  they  were  the  cun- 
ning politic  men." 

•  Examen.  P.  205. 
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The  witness  sometimes  showed  his  cun- 
ning by  introducing,  as  if  casually  and 
incidentally,  a  strong  circumstance,  which, 
if  mentioned  by  itself,  might  have  startled 
the  hearer  with  its  improbability,  but,  from 
being  artfully  interwoven  with  the  main 
story,  attracted  less  notice,  yet  at  the  mo- 
ment produced  its  whole  effect.  When 
particularity  would  have  been  dangerous, 
he  was  as  general  as  possible  in  his  state- 
ment ;  and  when  he  might  be  circumstantial 
without  risk,  he  was  in  the  opposite  extreme 
of  particularity  and  minuteness.  His  evasive 
and  prevaricating  manner  of  giving  evidence, 
his  duplicity  in  every  dealing  with  the 
Priests,  his  use  of  false  names  and  false 
dress,  his  abjuring  at  the  altar  the  faith  which 
he  had  professed,  and  afterwards  protesting 
that  this  conversion  was  a  pretence ;  these 
circumstances  prove  him  to  have  been  a  con- 
sumate  hypocrite.    [Note  R.] 

In  reading  this  witness's  narrative,  the  reader 
will  be  struck  with  a  great  variety  of  facts  so 
improbable,  that  they  could  not  be  believed, 
even  from  the  mouth  of  an  unsuspicious  witness. 
Some  of  the  improbabilities  have  been  already 
mentioned.  Only  one  other  passage  need 
be  added ;  where  the  witness  mentioned 
his  having  read  in  a  letter  at  St.  Omers  an 
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.  ^aeeouat  of  a  very  edirewd  attempt,  \f hich 
had  been  made  upon  the  person  of  the  King 
by  Pickering,  (the  man,  who,  fgr  attempting 
the  King^s  life,  was  to  have  fifty  thousand 
masses  said  for  him»)  but  that  the  King  es- 
caped, from  the  loosening  of  Pickenng's,  gun 
or:  pistol,  and  the  shaking  of  his  hand.  This 
passage  may  with  advantage  be  contrasted  with 
another  piece  of  evidence,  on  the  same  subject, 
given  by  Oates  himself  in  a  former  trial  j  where 
he  said,  that  he  had  seen  Pickering  and  Grove 
several  times  in  St.  James's  Park,  with  pistols 
larger  than  common  pistols  and  shorter  than 
some  carabines,  watching  for  an  opportunity  to 
shoot  the  King :  that  their  pistols  were  loaded 
with  silver  bullets :  and  that  Pickering,  for 
losing  a  fair  opportunity  of  shooting  the 
King,  and  for  his  carelessness  in  having  a 
loose  flint,  underwent  penance,  and  suffered 
twenty  or  thirty  strokes  of  discipline.* 

For  the  greater  part  of  the  information 
contained  in  his  evidence,  he  referred  to 
written  documents,  none  of  which  were  pro- 
duced, nor  their  absence  satisfactorily  ac- 
counted for.  He  was  perpetually  referring 
to  letters ;   some  at  Valladolid,  some  at  St 

*  See  7  Howell,  p.  96. 
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Omers,  .some  at  Madrid,  and  some  supposed 
to  be  written  by  Lord.  Stafford.  On  the  sub- 
ject of  these  letters,  he  was  guilty  of  gross 
prevarication,  and  detected  in  a  falsehood. 
How,  he  was  asked,  did  he  know  Lord  Staf- 
ford's writing  ?  "  He  believed  he  had  one 
of  Lord  Stafford's  letters  in  his  possession." 
Could  he  send  for  it?  **  He  was  not  certain 
that  he  could:'' — and  he  did  not  Then, 
why  not  produce  notes  or  extracts  from  the 
letters  said  to  have  been  seen  abroad  ?  First, 
he  insinuated  that  he  had  taken  notes ;  —  then 
did  not  remember ;  — then  he  admitted  he  had 
not  taken  any.  But  what  was  the  reason  of 
his  not  taking  notes  ?  "  If  I  had,**  said 
Oates,  "  my  life  would  have  been  endanger, 
ed."  Yet,  from  another  part  of  his  evidence 
we  learn,  that  he  could  open  sealed  letters 
with  impunity  and  without  risk.  Again, 
for  proof  of  the  fact  of  Lord  Stafford  having 
an  appointment  in  the  army,  which,  as  Dug- 
dale  said,  was  to  be  raised  beyond  sea,  to  the 
amount  of  30,000  men,  (absurd  and  incredible 
on  its  face,  yet  the  only  material  fact,  which 
Oates  attempted  to  prove  against  Lord  Staf- 
ford,) he  referred  to  a  commission,  said  to 
have  been  brought  from  Rome;— but  no 
commission  was  produced.     Again,  he  swore. 
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that  5000L  had  been  actually  paid,  as  part  of 
the  money  to  be  given  for  poisoning  the 
King :  and  for  the  proof  of  this  incredible 
fact,  he  vouched  an  absent  book : 

''  A  beggar's  book 
Outworths  a  noble's  blood." 

The  remarkable  style  and  manner  in  which 
the  two  last  witnesses  delivered  their  evidence, 
—  their  indirect  answers,  their  evasions  and 
subterfuges,  their  cunning  and  impudence,  — 
declare  them  to  be  utterly  unworthy  of  credit. 
**Videte  quo  vultu,  qua  confidentia  dicant; 
tum  intelligetis,  qud  religione  dicant:  nun- 
quam  ad  rogatum  respondent:  semper  ac* 
cusatori  plus,  quam  ad  rogatum :  nunquam 
laborant,  quemadmodum  probent  quod  di- 
cant, sed  quemadmodum  se  explicent  di- 
cendo/** 

A  few  words  will  be  sufficient  to  dismiss 
the  last  witness,  Turberville,  whose  tale  is,  of 
all  that  were  told  at  the  trial,  the  least  worthy 
of  credit.  This  was  the  man,  who  left  Eng- 
land, because  here  he  had  no  hope  of  sub- 
sistence; and  returned  from  France,  (as  he 
says,)  because  he  foiind  there  nothing  but 

*  Cic.  Pro.  L.  Flacco,  4. 
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hypocrisy  and  villany.  The  account,  which 
he  gave,  was  not  confirmed  in  any  part, 
although,  if  trae,  it  admitted  of  confirmation : 
for,  his  brother,  who  is  said  to  have  recom- 
mended him  to  Lord  Stafford  at  Parish,  and 
might  have  been  called  to  give  evidence, 
must  have  known,  whether  the  witness  was 
ever  in  that  nobleman*s  presence. 

His  story  was  not  only  unconfirmed,  it  was 
contradicted  in  many  particulars.  First,  his 
deposition,  taken  only  three  weeks  before  the 
trial,  was  at  variance  with  his  evidence.  Se-, 
condly,  he  had  been  often  heard  to  declare, 
about  a  year  before  the  trial,  his  entire,  igno- 
rance of  every  thing  relating  to  the  plot :  and, 
it  is  to  be  observed,  he  had  not  the  niotive 
for  concealment,  which  accomplices  generally 
have,  since,  according  to  his  own  account,,  he 
was  not  an  accomplice,  nor  in  any  degree  in-, 
volved  in  guilt  Thirdly,  the  fact,  of  his 
having  been  given  up  ^d  deserted  by  his 
^ends,  as  he  swore  at  the  trial,  w^  most 
distinctly  proved  to  be  false. 

But  the  story  itself,  which  he  told,  is  so 
improbable  and  so  contrary  to. common  sense,^ 
as  not  to  be  credible  without  confirmation.  Who 
can  believe,  that  Lord  Stafford  would  make 
a  proposal  to^  a  stranger,  at  a  first  interview, 

VOL.  I.  H  H 
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in  plain  and  direct  terms,  to  take  away  the 
lifb  of  the  King;  not  suggesting  any  plan  for  its 
execution,  or  any  means  of  escape }  neither 
ofiering,  nor  asked  for,  a  bribe  or  reward  of 
any  kind,  and  not  requiring  an  oath  of  secrecy 
for  his  own  security.    Who  will  believe,  that 
the  witness,    after  his   return  to  England, 
<<  would  not  come  near  Lord  Stafford,  because^ 
not  being  willing  to  undertake  the  proposal^  he 
thought  himself  not  sq^  eoenjrom  his  relations" 
--  when,  it  is  certain,  his  relations  could  not 
have  heard  even  a  rumour  of  the  proposal. 
Or,  how  can  we  believe,  that  he  kept  the  pro^ 
posal  a  secret  for  four  years  at  least,  from 
fear  **  that  his  brains  would  be  knocked  oui^ 
if  he  made  the  discovery  sooner;"  and  that  he 
was  at  last  induced  by  the  King* s  proclamation^ 
to  make  the  discovery,  —  when  we  know  the 
filet,  (from  Southall's  evidence,)  that  the  pro* 
elamation  was  issued  as  early  as  the  year  I678  i 
whereas  the  witness^did  not  give  infonnation 
for  two  years  afterwards,  and  "not  tiU  just  on 
the  eve  of  Lord  Staflfi^rd's  trial*    Such  is  the 
mass  of  absurdity,  improbability,  and  false- 
hood, to  be  found  in  the  narrative  of  Turber* 
viUe. 

And  now,  having  arrived  at  ike  ckM»e  of  th& 
evidffltice  of  these  three  miscreants,  wbsnk  must 
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we  think  of  the  result  of  the  trial?    What 
language  can  adequately  describe  that  exe- 
crable   sentence,    which  on  such    evidence 
doomed  Lord  Staffi^'d  to  death  ?    Witnesses 
of  the  vilest  character,  hired  for  their  evidence, 
and  paid  at  an  exorbitant  rate^  unconfhr^ed 
in  every  statement,  contradicting  themselves, 
and  contradicted  by  oth^s,  ^—  such  were  the 
men,   upon  whose  testimony  Lord  Stafford 
was  adjudged  to  die.     "Nihil  religione  tes- 
tatum, nihil  veritate  fundatum,  nihil  dolore 
expressum  :   contraque  omnia   corrupta  libi- 
dine,  iracundii,  studio,  pretio,  perjurio  reperi- 
entur."*    In  any  civil  cause,  the  ievidence  of 
these  wretches  had  been  disregarded  as  be- 
neath notice  ;  but  in  a  criminal  case,  and  on 
a  parliamentary  impeachment,  it  was  deemed 
sufficient  for  shedding  of  blood.     The  inno- 
cence  of  Lord  StaflTord  is  now  universally  ac- 
knowledged ;  and  his  trial  stands  on  record, 
a  monument  to  future  ages,  of  the  fatal  effects 
of  political  violence  and  popular  delusion. 
The  language  of  one  of  the  greatest  Judges  of 
modem  times,   expresses,  not  too  strongly, 
the  general  feeling  excited  by  the  history  of 
these  iniquitous  proceedings  :  —  "  Whatever 

HI-  II  ■■  I    I     II    ■  »»»».^»^|l         I      .       I     I        ■!  . 

^Cic.  pro  L.  Flacco,  11. 
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men  might  think  of  the  conviction  of  the 
unfortunate  Viscount  Stafford,  while  their 
passions  were  warm,  and  their  prejudices 
strong,  yet  now,  when  reason  has  resumed  her 
seat,  and  soher  reflection  has  succeeded  to 
party  feelings,  there  is  no  man  who  will  not 
agree,  in  pronouncing  the  execution  of  Lord 
Stafford,  a  legal  murder/'    [Note  S.Q 
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NOTES. 


Note  A.  p.  357. 

IT  appears  from  Grey's  debates,  vol.  vi.  p.  320,  that 
bills  of  indictment  had  been  found  by  the  grand  jury, 
against  Lord  Stafford  and  the  other  four  Peers. 
Tliese  bills  were  brought  into  the  House  of  J^ords  on 
the  29th  of  April,  1679,  by  a  writ  of  certiorari,  issued 
by  order  of  the  Lords.  A  debate  took  place  upon 
the  question,  whether  the  proceedings  should  be  by 
the  common  law,  or  by  impeachment  ?  The  Solicitor- 
General  Winnington,  on  that  occasion,  is  reported  to 
have  said  -—  *^  If  you  go  not  by  way  of  impeachment, 
the  King  and  the  people  will  lose  their  right  by  the 
25th  of  Edw.  III.  That  statute  having  great  regard 
to  the  safety  of  men,  does  declare  what  shall  be  trea- 
saa  for  the  future;  which  is  only  a  declaration  of  the 
common  law,  what  was  treason  before  that  statute. 
It  does  not  alter  the  common  law,  but  enumerates 
many  particular  cases,  and  leaves  the  declaration  of 
more  treasons,  than  are  particularly  expressed  in  the 
statute,  to  Parliament.  Whether  trial  or  impeach- 
ment be  the  elder  brother  I  cannot  tell ;  but,  I'believe, 
the  trial  of  a  Peer  in  Parliament  is  more  ancient  than: 
hy  mdictment.'' 

H  H  3 
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Seijeant  Maynard  said,  ^*  If  this  had  been  onljr  ta 
marder  the  King,  then  the  prosecution  might  have 
gone  on  in  the  ordinary  course  of  justice ;  but  tiiis  plot 
is  to  destroy  religion  and  tbegoyemment.  —  I  do  not 
know,  but  that  tiiese  things,  if  questioned  in  Parlia- 
ment, may  be  declared  treason.  There  may  be  such 
exorbitant  crimes,  fit  for  Parliament  to  consider,  that 
no  ordinary  judge  nor  jury  can  take  notice  of;  but 
Parliament  may.  It  clearly  appears,  that  there  wa& 
a  design  to  overthrow  law,  religion,  and  government; 
and  that,  in  Parliament,  would  be  declared  treason^ 
Therefore,  it  is  better  tiiat  way,  tiian  in  the  ordinary 
way  of  justice.  -*-  This  concerns  all  the  nation,  and  so 
it  is  more  proper  for  an  impeachment'' 

Sir  Edward  Seymour,  the  Speaker,  said,  "The 
first  step  you  make  in  this  matter  is,  to  determine 
your  resolution  to  impeach.  The  next  is,  the  person 
whom  you  will  impeach.  Then  you  are  actually  to 
go  to  the  Lords'  Bar,  and  accuse  the  persons,  and  slo 
quaint  the  Lords,  that  you  will  take  time  to  make 
your  charge  out :  and  if  the  persons  accused  be  at 
large,  to  desire,  that  they  may  be  in  custody.  But 
these  Lords  being^  in  custody  already,  that  is  out  of 
doors.  But  you  send  not  to  other  courts  to  stop 
proceedings  —  all  courts  do  stop  of  course.  The 
Lords  cannot  proceed  originally  to  trial,  unless  the 
without-doors  matter  be  certified  to  them  firom  the 
court,  where  the  indictment  was  found.  But  if  the 
impeachment  be  brought  up  from  hence,  all  proceed- 
ing below  cease."  Grey,  vol,  vi.  p.  S20.  Hatsell, 
vol.  iv.  p.  141. 
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Note  B.  p.  375. 

Sir  George  Wakeman  was  tried  for  high  treason, 
m  July  1679,  and  acqoitted.    See  6  HoweH,  591. 

Note  C.  p.  582. 

The  reader  will  find  a  very  able  and  interesting  re- 
view of  the  evidence  of  the  three  witnesses  against 
Lord  Stafford,  in  the  2d  vol.  of  Hargrave's  Juris- 
eonsult  Exercitations.  I  beg  also  to  refer  to  some 
remarks,  on  the  subject  of  the  Popish  Pk>t,  among 
the  notes  of  Sir  Walter  Scott  on  the  Poem  of 
Absalom  and  Achitophet  r  in  his  edition  of  Dryd^n^ 
voLix* 

Note  D.  p.  398; 

Sir  W.  Jones  was  erne  of  the  most  distinguished 
hwyers  of  his  time,  a  man  of  strict  integrity,  and  of 
political  principles  leaning  to  the  popular  side ;  but. 
he  is  represented  by  Bishop  Burnet,  who  knew  him 
well,  to  have  been  harsh  and  severe  in  his  temper. 
As  Attorney-General,  he  conducted  the  prosecutions  ^ 
Hat  the  Popish  Plot,  in  which  he  was  a  most  zealous 
believer.     Towards  the  close  of  his  days  he  is  said  to  ^ 
have  regretted  the  share  he  took  in  those  trials;  and" 
the  deep  anxiety^  which  he  felt  for  the  situadoii  of 
his  country,  is  supposed  to  have  accelerated    his 
death.     See  Sir  Walter  Scott's  notes  on  the  Poem  of 
Absalom  and  Achitophel,  note  xxii.  Burnet's  History, . 
voL  iL  p.  280. 

Note  E.  p.  400. 

The  witnesses,  called  by  the  prisoner,  were  not 
sworn.    The  Lord  High  Steward  informed  them, 
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before  they  began  their  evidenoe^  that,  although  thejr 
were  not  upon  oath,  they  were  under  a  strict  ob- 
ligation of  truth  and  honor.  An  order  prohibiting 
the  administration  of  an  oath,  had  been  made  pre- 
vious to  tlie  trial.  (See  7  Howell,  p.  1273.)  This 
was  conformable  to  the  rule  then  established  in  the 
courts  of  common  law. 

Note  F.  p.  404. 

Hence  it  appears*  that  it  is  competent  to  the  party 
accused,  in  a  criminal  prosecution,  to  call  witnesses  in 
his  defence,  for  the  purpose  of  proving  this  fact, 
namely,  that  some  other  witness,  who  has  givai 
evidence  on  the  part  of  the  prosecution,  solicited 
them  to  swear  falsely  against  him.  The  proof  of 
this  fact  would  be  a  much  more  direct  impeachment 
of  the  witness's  integrity,  than  any  that  could  result 
from  the  proof  of  a  general  bad  character.  It 
contaminates  the  whole  of  his  testimony :  for  what 
man  of  principle  would  believe  the  suboma:  of  false 
witnesses?  If  there  could  be  any  doubt  upon  the 
point,  the  allowance  of  such  evidence  on  this  im- 
peachment, (considering  the  spirit  with  which  it  was^ 
conducted,)  would  be  a  very  strong  authority  for  its^ 
admissibility. 

Note  G.  p.  408. 

The  evidence  of  Lydeot,  in  p.  1430,  is  omitted,  as 
perfectly  immaterial :  for  the  same  reason,  some  evi- 
dence in  reply  has  been  omitted.  The  defence  of 
Lord  Sta£(brd  was  unquestionably  much  prejudiced 
by  the  incumbrance  of  irrelevant  matter,  and  by  mis- 
management. 
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See  Pari.  Deb.,  vol.  iv.  p.  1050.  One  of  the  con- 
trivances of  Oates,  and  the  other  witnesses  in  the 
Popish  Plot,  was  not  to  tell  aU  at  once,  but  to  supply 
new  information  from  time  to  time.  **  Every  new  wit- 
ness that  came  in,*'  says  Roger  North,  **  made  us  start 
Now  we  shall  come  to  the'  bottom !  And  so  it  con- 
tinued from  one  witness  to  another,  till  at  length  it 
had  no  bottom,  but  in  the  bottomless  pit''  North's 
Examen. 

Note  I.  p.  423. 

This  sort  of  evidence,  consisting  of  former  state- 
ments by  a  witness,  similar  to  those  made  by  him  at 
the  trial,  is  not  uncommon  in  the  State  Trials,  but 
seems  not  to  be  admissible.  Sometimes  it  was  pro- 
duced in  chief;  more  frequendy  in  reply,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  confirming  a  witness,  whose  credit  had  been 
impeached  by  proof  of  contradictory  statements.  But 
it  is  not  of  the  nature  of  confirmation ;  and  it  leaves 
the  specific  ground,  on  which  his  integrity  is  im- 
peached, unaltered  and  untouched. 

Note  K.  p  430. 

There  is  a  valuable  note  in  Howell,  p.  1529,  con- 
taining the  remarks  of  Dr.  Paley  in  disparagement 
of  this  sentiment,  and  also  tlie  vindication  of  the  same 
sentiment  in  an  Essay  of  Sir  Samuel  Romilly.  A  com- 
plete refutation  of  Dr.  Paley's  argument  may  be  seen 
in  Philopalris  Varvicensis,  vol.  ii.  p.  405.  The  senti- 
ment, *^  that  it  is  better  that  ten  guilty  should  escape, 
than  one  innocent  should  suffer,"  may  be  traced  as 
far  back  as  Fortescue's  Treatise,  De  Laudibus  An- 
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glitt:  ^MaUam  tttnaii  Tigiati  fiuunerosos  mortenr 
eradere^  quam  justiim  unum  injosti  ooDdemnari." 
Gap.xxviL  Hie  same  sentiment  may  be  found,  where 
it  would  be  least  expected,  in  die  smnmlng  up-  of 
lihe  Cbief  Justice  Jeflferies  oa  the  tnal  of  Algernoa 
Sydney* 

Note  L.  p.  454^ 

Among  those  who  voted  Lord  Stafford  guilty,, 
were,  the  Earl  of  Sunderland,  the  Lord  Privy  SeaV 
the  Lord  High  Steward  (Earl  of  Nottingham),  the 
Lord  President  On  the  other  side  were  the  Duke 
of  Newcastle,  Earl  of  Denbigh,  Earl  of  Clarendon^ 
Duke  of  Norfolk,  Lord  Arlington,  and  Lord  Halifax. 
It  was  observed,  that  aU  his  own  relations,  of  his  name 
and  &mily,  condemned  him,  except  his  nephew,  the 
Earl  of  Arundel,  son  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk/  Evelyn's. 
Mem.  voLL  p.  531. 

Note  M.  p.  459. 

The  four  other  Peers,  who  had  been  committed' 
on  a  charge  of  high  treason  with  Lord  Stafford,  were 
discharged  on  the  22d  May,  1665 ;  and  the  order  for 
their  impeachment  was  annulled.  See  HatseU's  Prec. 
voL  iv«  p.  201. 

Note  N.  p.  440. 

The  first  witness,  Smith,  seems,  from  his  own  ac- 
count, to  have  known  of  a  design,  (which  was  called 
by  the  managers  the  general  pUa^)  for  nine  years  at 
least  Dugdale  fixed  on  a  much  earlier  date:  he 
said,  be  had  been  acquwited  with  it  about  fifteen 
or  sixteen  years.    This  period  would  just  include 
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witlun  its  range  tiie  great  fire  of  London  in  1666; 
whicfi,  at  the  time  of  Lord  Staffi>rd^»  triali  was  very 
generally  attributed  to  the  Papists.  Thus,  the  plot 
would  conyeniently  serve  as  an  explanation  of  the 
fire;  and  the  &ct  of  the  fire  would  serve  as  proof  of 
the  plot 

Note  O.  p.  449. 

Roger  North  appears  to  be  very  near  the  truth,  in 
the  view  which  he  takes  of  the  Popish  Plot  **  AH 
the  while  Coleman  corresponded,  (says  that  writer,) 
and  as  well  before  as  afterwards,  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  II.,  the  plot  was,  to  introduce  the  Catholic 
religion  by. such  means  as  the  politic  ones  of  that  iii^ 
terest  thought  most  conducing;  and  that  was,  by 
a  toleration  of  all  dissenting  sects,  whereby  to  de- 
stroy the  church  of  England  established,  and  not  by 
active  force,  murders,  poison,  assassinations,  and  the 
like ;  and  not  to  grasp  at  the  secular  power  directly, 
the  friendship  whereof  they  desired,  to  defend  them 
in  what  they  went  about.  And  my  reason  for  this 
is,  that,  after  King  James  II.  became  possessed  of  the 
crown,  and  the  whole  active  force  of  the  nation  ^^as 
in  his  hands,  who  espoused  the  cause  of  his  religion 
with  all  manner  of  zeal,  that  method  of  toleration^ 
and  no  other,  was  pursued.  The  King  had  an  armyt 
but  there  was  no  show  then  of  employing  it  that  way. 
The  Papists  seemed  all  to  decline  ways  of  violence, 
and  went  into  chicane,  and  matters  of  law,  building 
upon  a  supposed  power  in  the  Crown  of  dispensing.'^ 
Examen,  p.  209. 

Dryden,  speaking  of  the  Popish  Plot,  has  said,  in 
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a  well  known  passage,  that  thisre  was  some  truth 
in  it. 

**  Some  truth  there  was,  but  dashed  and  brewed  with  lies. 
To  please  the  fools^  and  puzzle  all  the  wise. 
Succeeding  times  did  equal  folly  call, 
Believing  nothingi  and  believing  all.*'  * 

That  there  was  some  truth  in  some  parts  of  the  evi- 
dence, cannot  be  doubted :  and  upon  this,  as  a  stock, 
innumerable  falsehoods  were  grafted.  To  the  ex- 
tent, perhaps,  of  conferences  among  the  priests,  for 
making  proselytes  and  for  propagating  the  Catholic 
faith,  the  narrative  of  the  witnesses  may  be  taken  to 
be,  in  the  main,  probable  and  credible.  But  beyond 
this,  the  passage  from  Dryden  is  not  to  be  trusted. 
As  an  authority  in  support  of  the  general  plot  de- 
scribed by  the  managers,  this  great  poet  is  not  en- 
titled to  much  credit.  Dryden  did  not  write  against 
his  religious  prejudices ;  for  he  was  not  at  that  time 
a  Catholic.  As  a  poet,  he  wrote  to  be  popular ;  and 
faith  in  the  Popish  Plot  was  one  of  the  vulgar  errors 
of  the  day.  Nor  could  his  opinions  derive  any  weight 
from  his  personal  character :  for,  having  been  bred  up 
aiQong  the  Puritans,  he  became  the  eulogist  of  Crom- 
well ;  afterwards  he  was  a  partisan  of  the  church  of 
England ;  and  at  last  reposed  his  faith  in  the  church 
of  Rome. 

Note  P.  p.  450. 
'  If  Dugdale's  evidence  against  Lord  Stafford  was 

*  Absalom  and  Achitophel,  part  i.  published  in  1681^ 
the  year  after  Lord  Stafford's  trial. 
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iklse,  anid  the  treasonable  part  of  the  plot  a  mere 
iabrication,  the  witness,  it  may  be  smd,  in  professing 
to  be  an  accomplice,  gave  false  evidence  against  him^ 
self.  This  voluntary,  but  not  gratuitous  assumption  of 
guilt,  far  the  purpose  of  fixing  a  false  charge  on  an- 
other, though  unheard  of  in  modern  times,  was  not 
unexampled  in  the  worst  times  of  our  earlier  hbtory. 
And,  among  the  Roman  delataresj  it  is  well  known 
to  have  been  a  ^common  practice.  Dugdale  knew, 
that  he  was  safe,  and  that  he  could  not  &il  to  be  well 
rewarded,  whatever  he  said  against  himself,  provided 
only  he  said  enough  against  the  prisoner. 

"  A  trade  of  swearing  (observes  Roger  North,)  pre- 
vailed, such  as  never  was  heard  of  since  the  Roman 
delatores.  Oates  had  his  pensions  and  lodgings,' 
where  he  had  his  plate,  kept  his  table,  and  lived  Bke 
an  epicure.  Vast  rewards  were  published  by  pro- 
clamation, for  other  discoveries;  which,  one  would 
think,  must  bring  out  evidences  enough.  And  th^ 
generality  of  the  people  had  not  the  least  reflection 
on  the  barbarity  of  such  a  proceeding,  where  men's 
lives  are  concerned.  Paid  witnesses  ever  were,  and' 
must  be,  odious  and  discreditable;  but  now,  few 
thought  the  payments  large  enough,  but  rather  that 
swearing  was   slack  for  want  of  more."     Examen, 

p.  207. 

Tacitus,  in  several  passages,  mentions  the  fatal  efiecti^ 
of  the  delatores.  And  one  of  the  most  striking  pas- 
sages in  the  Panegyric  of  Pliny  is  that,  in  which  he* 
describes  the  misery  of  the  Roman  State  arising  from 
this  cause,  contrasted  with  its  happiness  under  Trajan. 
^  Vidimus  delatorum  agmen  inductum,  quasi  grassa*' 
torum,  quasi  latronum.    Non  solitudinem  ilU,  hon* 
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itov  scd  tempkun  aed  fonim  insederaiit  Nulla  jam 
lestaaienta  secura :  nuUiis  status  ccortus :  oon  atbitiaf 
mm  Kberi  pnideruit.  Anxent  lioe  mehim  l^mdh 
pom  anurhia."  — — --  «*  Qtuon  javat  oernere  flerarium 
sQans  €t  quietuni,  et  quale  ante  ddatores  erat !  Manet 
tHBea  honor  l^um,  nihOque  ex  publicA  utjlitate 
coniwlsutny  nee  poena  coiquaBi  remissa,  sed  addyita 
eat  altio ;  aolnmque  mutatum,  quod  jam  non  dolatores 
aed  l^es  timentur*''  —  Flm.  Ruieg^'-xxxtT.  xxxfu 


NoTS  Q.  p.  458^ 

The  managers,  in  answer  to  this  proof,  for  the  pur- 
pose (as  they  said)  of  showing  Dugdale  to  be  a  man 
of  property,  gave  evidence,  that  he  had  made  a  de- 
mand against  Lord  Aston^  (with  whom  be  had  lived 
in  service  at  Tixal,)  claiming  from  him  a  sum  of 
200L  on  an  unsetded  account.  The  demand  was 
made  on  LordAsto%  while  he  was  in  the  Tpwer 
under  a  charge  of  treason,  and  only  a  few  months 
before  Lord  Stafford's  trial;  but  Lord  Aston  refused 
to  make  the  pajnoient.  This  evidence  is  so  triflings 
and  fell  so  short  of  the  mark«  that  it  is  not  worth  no« 
ticmg,  except  from  its  bearing  on  Dugdale's  character. 

There  is  good  reason  to  conclude,  that  he  knew  this 
demand  to  be  unfounded.  For,  it  may  be  remem- 
beredt  when  he  was  arrested  for  debti  and  in  distress, 
he  sent  a  petition  to  Lord  Aston,  not  claiming  a 
debt  due,  nor  asking  for  money,  but  entreating 
Lord  Aston  merely  to  own  him  as  his  servanV  which 
he  thought  would  be  sufficient  to  rescue  him  from  aU 
hm  difficulties.  This  is  strong  presumptive  proo^ 
tM^  no  money  was  then  due.  How  then  is  this  &st 
of  the  demand  to  be  explained  ?  It  might  be,  that  he 


tliiMight^  Lord  Afltotiy  ia  priscm,  trodd  not  refill  to 
liis  iioctiser  &  ^m  of  money  claimed  as  a  debt :  or  % 
might  be»  diat  the  proof  of  the  demand  was  prepared 
mod  itept  in  store,  with  a  view. to  Lord  StaftMrd's 
trial.  In  cMier  point  of  view,  the  witness  would  he 
destitaEle  of  common  hcmesly.  It  may  be  obserred, 
Jdso^  that  the  refiisal  io  comply  with  the  demand  was 
credkabie  to  Lonl  Aston,  and  a£brds  a  prestmiptioa 
of  his  innocence^  at  least  so  &r  as  he  eoold  be  mn 
plicated  by  Dugdale's  evidence.  And  since  Lord 
Stafford  and  Lord  Aston  ?rere  represented  by  Dug- 
dale  to  have  been  jointly  coneenied  in  gd»  of  the 
wtx^t  transactiKxis  menticased  in  his  evidence^  the  ax^ 
c^nistance  aflbrds,  intid^itallyy  an  additional  argu- 
moit  for  Lord  Stafford's  innocence,  no  less  than  for 
that  of  Lord  Aston. 

Note  R.  p.  46L 

Oates  was  tried  for  peijury  on  two  several  indict- 
ments, in  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  James  II.,  for 
having  given  fidse  evidence  on  the  trial  of  Whitebread 
and  Grove,  and  was  convicted  on  both  trials.  (See 
10  Howell,  p.  12270  '^^  sentence  of  the  court  upon 
him  was,  to  pay  1000  marks  upon  each  indictment, 
to  be  stript  of  his  canonical  habits,  to  stand  in  the 
pillory  on  two  days  successively  in  Westminster  and 
in  London,  to  be  whipped  by  the  common  hangman 
from  Aldgate  to  Newgate,  and  again  within  two  days 
from  Newgate  to  Tyburn,  and  to  be  pilloried  four 
times  in  every  year  during  his  life,  in  four  different 
places.  In  the  first  year  after  the  Revolution,  he  pre- 
sented a  petition  to  the  House  of  Commons,  repre- 
senting the  cradty  of  his  senteDoey  and  the  sufferings 
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which  he  had  endured.  (See  Pari.  Deb.,  23d  May,, 
1689.)  Nine  judges  declared,  that  the  sentence  wa^ 
contrary  to  law,  and  ought  to  be  reversed.  But  the 
Lords  affirmed  the  judgment  (Pari.  Deb.,  June  4th, 
1689.)  The  House  of  Commons, .  upon  this,  re- 
solved to  bring  in  a  bill  to  reverse  the  judgment 
(Pari.  Deb.,  June  llth,  1689.)  The  bill  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  but  fiuled  in  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Note  S.  p.  468. 

These  words  are  said  to  have  been  delivered  in  the  - 
House  of  Lords  by  Lord  Chief  Justice  Kenyon.   See 
Hai^grave's  Jurisconsult  Exercitations,  vol.  ii.  p.  361. 
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